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PREFACE 


THrs work consists of five principal parts—the forms 
of New. Testament quotation, - together with their 
analogous patristic and classical forms, their principles 
of interpretation, the vindication of these principles, 
and their application to biblical studies. Its object 
1s to verity and vindicate them by the analogy of 


patrist1c, eccleslastical, and classical citation, and to 


apply the principles evolved to biblical doctrine, 
exegesis, and apologetics. 

We believe that bibhcal students, for whom 
chiefly. the work is designed, will readily admit the 
necesslty of 80me znch work, especially on the prin? 
ciples of Interpretation involved im the quotations of 
the N ew Testament from the Old, It is needed at 
once t0 stimulate and to facthtate bibheal studies, and 
. not only to $hed some light on a broad and dark 

; domain of Scripture, but to furnish keys of s0lution. 
We have endeavoured to $upply this-desideratum in 
$0me--measure, not by a special examination and 


defence of 'all the instances, which has been already 
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done by several critics, but by -presenting principles of - 


interpretation and the logic of the whole subject on 
an ample basis of induction mn biblical and cognate 
quotation, and with special reference to the wide 
and important field of biblical ' apologetics. This is 
attempted throughout upon rational principles, which, 
if snccessfnlly, applied, justity the title of the work. 
We append an index, of quotation passages, and 
prefix a table of contents, together with a list of works 
consulted or referred to in this volume in connection 
with the literature of the. subject, which 1s neither 


extensve nor exhaustive, to none of which are we.. 80 


much imdebted as to Mr. Turpie's able and <cholarly 


r 


works, * The Old- Testament 1n the New,” and © The 


"”— . : . . 
New Testament View of the Old.” 


ABERLOUR, 1875. 
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NEW TESTAMENT QUOTATION. 


PART I 7 


FORMULAS OF QUOTATION. 
SECTION FIRST. 


1. WE must confine ourselves in this inquiry to the E 
formal and specitic quotations made by our Lord and 

His apostles, with a merely passing reference to the wide 

but eritically unimportant field of allusion. - The | 

_ 8ubject is acknowledged both by the friends and the 

= foes of revelation to be as difficult as it 1s 1mportant, 
and to be one of those problems of modern exegesis which 


their estimates of the number of the books of the Old 
Testament quoted in the New, and of both the cited 


and the citation PASSAges, There 1s more "uncertainty 
in regard to the latter than the former. Not more 
_than 25 of the 39 books of the Old Testament can be. 


londly.eall for solution. But biblical critics vary in - 


2 —id to be formally cited in the New. The passages_ 
_ . once quoted are 220, but the whole number of 
repeated citations amounts to 290. Seventeen only of 


 =the 27 books of the New Testament contain quotations 
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from the Old. The + citations may be estimated * 
at 226, and their whole number by repetition at 284. 
The difference 1n both Cages. between the quoted and 
the quotation Pas8ages themsclves, —and-between-these | 
and one another, arises from repeated - citation of 
| the 8ame texts, and from the s1multaneous quotation 
of the substance of several similar” passages, which 
render the source of a particular citation the 
more questionable. Were we to loosely reckon the 
— numerous references in the New Testament to the 
Old, which are not valid for hermeneutical, and least 
of all tgr apologetic purposes, the number of quota- 
tions would be more than trebled. The. precise 
number is doubtless interesting in itself and important 


in connection with the value of certain passages, but 
the solution of the problem of quotation mainly 
depends on the- character of the citations and the 
principles which they involve. There is a sufficient 
| basis of clear and confessed quotations for the induc- « 
tion of principles adequate to the solution of any ques- 

. tion that 1s not insoluble. A proper combination of 
analyss and synthesis, on a basis of reliable and 

__collated quotation, will lead the anda Inquirer 
through the w inding MAZE, 

_ Some critics have rashly alleged that these citations. 

—U made solely from-the Hebrew, others solely from 
the Septuagint, while others maintain that they are 
taken from neither exclusively, but from either altgr- 
nately. But a careful examination will show that 
there is a large class which, instead of being cirectly 


FORMULAS OF QUOTATION. T8 


drawn from either language, smply paraphrases the 
_ substance of either or of both texts according to the 
 purpose of the writer. ES | , 


a88ertions hazarded which will not stand the tes of 


i 
= ___ ITIn an uneritical age assumptions are made and 


| 


Sclentific criticiem. 


We find the following four forms or kinds of quota- 
tion :—One class coincides with the Hebrew literally or 
51 bstantially, a second with the Septuagint, a third 
accords with both, which in this case tally with one 
another, while a fourth formally agrees with neither, 


wer 


whether they agree or differ. This classfication, 


which might be subdrvided, is sufficient for exegetical - 


and. apologetic purposes. We find that Horne, 
Gaussen, Fairbairn, and Turpie classify from different 
stand-points, the firs and last making five classes, the 
third four, and the second three, 

2, The vanous introductory formulas are of two 
kinds, spectal and general, or definite and indefinite. 
There is a class of generally acknowledged quota- 
tions which have no formal marks. They are known 
to be snch by a combination of collateral evidence, 
zuch as their formal introduction in other places, th& 
authority with which they are advanced and applied -in 


times even their formal agreement with the original 
texts. The writers or speakers manifestly assumed that 
- they would be recognised at once-as true and trans- 
"parent citations. They stand midway between allusions 


AV SY ace 


the context, together with their substantial and SOIMNEe- _ - 
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oy and quotations, and exhibit within the domain'ot revel 7 


-tion the grand principle of oradation which prevails 
' throughout the three kingdoms of the material world. 
These formulas may be reduced to three classes. 
The first represents a thing as written in the Scriptures 
cenerally, or in s0me particular place of Scripture. 
The second declares gparticular Scripture to be fulfilled 
in a special way and for a special purpose. The third 
affirms a thing to have been s8poken by God Himself, or 
by one of His servants—as Moses, David, or Isaah — 
either generally without stating where, or 11 some Ppar- 
ticular Scripture. By the alternate or 1indiscriminate 
use of the words, God, Moses, Scripture, and of the 
past and /present Lenges, the particular Saying becomes 
identified with Scripture, and not with mere tradition. 
The Spoken. word coincides with the written word, 
where 16 hes embodied. and embalned. The word of 
God endureth for ever, and the prophets, though dead, 
are heard speaking to us. : 
_ We must here discriminate between the formal char- 
acter of New Testament citation and the character and 
authority of particular quotations, such as those of 
Satan and his allies, which may be correct in point of 
form, but irrelevant in. point of argument ; fairly 
quoted, but falscly applied. The devil's citation, from 
the Psalms at the Temptation was not 80 much a mis- 
quotation as a misapplication of Scripture,” It may 
be accepted as tormally correct, but it must be rejected 
as an interpretation of Scripture and a ground of duty 


* Matt. Iv, 6; Pe, xci, 11, 1% 


es 
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in the cireumstances. The word of God, like the 
great Teacher Himself, when demons: paid unwelcome 
homage to His divinity and divine commission, neither 
needs nor admits a declaration of 1ts meaning or a 
defence of its truth from the mouths of adversaries. 
The general citation from Moses, advanced by the 


Jewizh Sadducees as a crucial test of the disputed 
question of the resurrection, is substantially correct ; 


but though 1b bears witness to the authenticity of the 


Pentateuch, it is not an authoritative application, and, 


; therefore, does not belong to the class of texts which 


are 841d to conflict with the inspiration of the Scrip- 
_ tures.” All 8nch instances proclaim the Jewish 


national belief in the authority of the Old Testament ; 
but even though they were wholly informal and irre- 


levant, they would not invalidate the authority of the _ 


New, because their authors neither possessed nor 
claimed any inspiration. Consequently, all objections” 

taken to the truth of Scripture must be urged again nst 
the authoritative quotations of Christ and His apos- 


of. | 


tles, or inspired and accr edited agents. . 
: wt 


Pd 


SECTION SECOND. 


ff 


= 9 proceed from the qedla ation formulas to the 


forms themselves, betweert which thgre appears to be 
no 8pectal and Sienficant connection. The character 
ofthe formala- _d6es not determine” either the SOUrce 
or the chaxac ter of -the citation, whether from the 
Hebrew 6r from the Greek, and whether loose or 


* Matt. xxii. 24 ; Deut. xxv. 5. 
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literal. The same formula is not always prefixed to 
the same form of repeated citation. The same passage 


1s quoted 1n the same words in difterent places under 


different formulas. And yet 1t were unreasonable to con- 


clude that they. are employed indiscriminately. They | 
Appear to be chosen out of three correlative cons1der- 


ations, the, formal character of the context into which 
the cited text was to be woven, the mental attitude ot 
the two classes of readers primarily addressed, whether 
believing Jews or unbeleving Gentiles, and the'purpose 
of the writer, whether didactic or demonstrative. 
When we come to investigcate formal principles we 


find that several critics have caretully examined the 
agreement or. disagreement of the various quotations 


with their linguistic sources, but they. have not classi- 
fied their specific forms and determined their regulative 
principles. There. may be ample room tor diversity 
of judgment regarding the formal character of some 
of them, and the special category to .which they 


belong, but they are in general sufficiently definite for 


—— and the enunciation of formal principles, 
which when clearly determined at once explain the 
forms of citation and make them capable of formal 


vindication. - We annex to the several classes a variety 


ot instances 1n 8wpport of the principles involved, which 


we cannot examine and vindicate in detail without 


make tor himselt, and which he will find already made 
by biblical erities who have cultivated this particular 


_8ection of the field. Some of these citations are 80 


5 
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Similar, and apparently 80 conjoint, that their specific 
difference and the class to which they are referrible 


may be doubtful, but if they be carefully collected 


and considered, an ample basis of distinctive principleg, . 
: J vob 


will remain. These forms, involving as many prin- 
ciples, may be reduced to five classes, which we 
describe in order, beginning with the more distinct 
and advancing to the more obscure. They may be 
even till further generalised, and classed as literal and 
as loose quotations. Neither of these two forms, if 
any of all the five following, is new and unprecedented. 
Both modes at least are followed by the Old Testament 
authors in quoting from each other. 


We adduce under -the several classes a few appro- 
priate instances, the logical value of which we shall 


estimate at the proper place. 


1. Literal or verbal quotation. Tt is not necessary 
here to inquire -or to determine why the writers 
both of the Old and New Testaments s0 sgldom cite 
each other's writings. This' is neither $0 easy nor 
80 interesting as the question why the latter 80 
frequently cite the former” in proof or in _1llustration 
of their teaching. Yet amongst| the few. internal 


citations found 1n both revelations-we meet with the 
8ame Principles. We find the prophet Jeremiah wm a 


notable passage formally quoting the prophet Micah 


literally.* This circumstance, whether it be a mere 
reference or a regular citation, at once partly Ra 4 


* Jer. xxvi. 18; Micah iii, 12. 


< "- 
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and partly solves an enigma in the New Testament, 
according to which the words of one author are 


-ascribed to another, of the Secondary writer to the 


primary, even when the former 18 specially referred to 
or directly quoted. Thus Matthew ascribes the words 
of Zechariah regarding the formative art of the potter 
to Jeremiah, who firs, employed them m a very 
mystical manner, and who sustained the same relation 


to the minor prophet as Ezekiel and Daniel did to the 


Apocalypse.® 

An examination of the whole number of citations 
in the New Testament from the Old shows that not 
less than, a fourth part 1s taken verbally from the 
Hebrew or from the Greek, the latter of which is 
more frequently quoted than the former.+ The Hebrew 
is literally translated into Greek, and the Septuagint 
is verbally cited when 1t- renders the Hebrew loosely 


 * Matt. xxvii. 9; Zech. xi. 13; Jer. xviii. 1-3, and xix, 2. 
+ Hebreu—Matt. xix. 18, 19 ; Matt. xxi. 16 ; Matt. xxii. 39 ; Mark 


vii. 10 ; Mark xi. 17 ; Mark x11. 81 ; Luke x. 27 ; Luke xvii. 20 ; John © 


x. 84; John xix. 24; Acts 1. 20; Acts 11. 84, 85; Acts iv. 25, 26; Acts 
X11. 88, 85; Rom. i. 13; Rom. iv. 17, 18;\ Rom, viii. 36; Rom. ix. 7, 


12,15 ; Rom. x. 13; Rom. xiii..9 ; Rom. xv. 3; 1 Cor. x. 7, 26 ; 2 Cor. 


iv. 13; 2 Cor. vi. 2; 2 Cor. ix. 9: Gal. ui. 16: Gal. v. 14: Heb. 1. 


5, 8,9, 13; Heb. 11. 15 ; Heb. iv. 3, 7; Heb. v. 5, 6; Heb. vii. 1721; 


Heb. xi. 18; James ii. 8, &., Greek — Matt. iv. 7 ; Matt. xili. 
14, 15; Luke iv. 12; Acts ii. 25-28 ; Acts viii. 32, 33; Acts xxviii, 


__26, 27 ; Rom, vil. .$; Rom. x. 18; 1 Cor. ix. 9; 1 Coe. XV. 92; Gal. 
iv. 27; Matt. xx1: 417; Mark x11. 10, 11 ; Luke xx. 17 : : John XU. 38 : . 
Rom. x. 16; Rom, xii. 20; Rom. xv. 10. 21 : 1. Cor. vi. 16; _ 
XV, 12 + = x -21.-34:: Heb. 18-2 Heb. x-$7--$8: Heb. 11. 
6-8 ; Heb. x. 5, 7; Gal. ii. 16 ; Rom. x. 20, 21 ; Rom, xii. 20 ; Rom. : 
xv. 10,21; Heb. x1i.6; 1 Peterii. 7; Heb. x. 5-7 ; Rom. iv. 3 ; Rom. 


ix, 29 ; James 11. 23 ; James iv. 5, &c. 


} 
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_ ag well as literally. Verbal citation is evidently the 


normal form, in connection with which no formal 


textual difficulties can arise. Such questions as why 
the Greek version is 80 frequently preferred to the 


Hebrew text, even when it differs from it, belong to 
a subsequent, Stage of this 1 InquITy. 


Substantial quotation. Here alsv the authors 
of the Old Testament anticipated the writers of the 
New, in occaslonally embodying the substance of each 
other's writings.* We find that the $ubstance of the 


words, and the sense of the passage quoted, have con- | 


words are changed to suit the new snbject, and the 
form 18 adapted to the writer's text, This 1s effected 


both by abbreviation and by augmentation of the. 
primary text, by occasional transposition of words, or 
ot whole clauses, and by a change of persons and of 


tenses to 8wit not merely the author's context, but 
the altered circumstances and the higher form of the 
new evangelical economy.F The prehmimary revela- 
tion, which was the law of the dispensation, 1s Still 
furthur developed and wg on to the higher character 


* Obadiah 1. 4, and Jer. xlix. 7-22 ;-Tsa, xi. 9, and Hab. 1. 14; Isa. 
X111. 9-22, and Jer. 1. 39, 40 ; Exod. 's xv. 2, and Is. xii. 2 ; Ts. li. 7 mk 


Nahum 41. 15; Ia. xIlvii. 8, and Zeph. 1.15; Toa, 11, 2-4, and Micah 


iv. 1-8.- 
+ Matt. i. 23; Matt. iv. 15, 16 ; Matt. xi. 10; Matt, XXv11, 9, 10; 
Mark iv. 12; Mark x. 6 -John xii. 18 : John vi. 45 Rom. iii. 15, 17 : 


_. Rom ix. 33; Rom. xi. 34 ; Rom. x1. 26, 9 27 ; Rom. ix. 27, 28 ; Rom. 11. 
_11, 12; Rom. x. 15; Rom. xiv. 11; 1 Cor. 1. 19, 31; 1 Cor. 1. 9; 1 Cor, 


x. 20; 1 Cor. xiv. 21 ; 1 Cor. xv. 56: 2. Cor. vi. 17 ; as ix, 25; Gal. iv, 
zo 4 Heb, X, 37, 88 ; Heb. x1. 20, TE 1 Peter 11.6 ; 1 Peter xx1iv. 25, 


. \ 


_ Jointly determined the form of the quotation. -The/ 
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and requirements of the new pantfestation of orace 
and truth. This was the result not. of vague and 


uncertain - citation from memory, nor even of the 
conscious freedom ana Security of a guiding INSPIrA- 
tion, but of the unity and progressive development of 
revelation and the special purpose of the writers, 


J.- Analytic or eclectic quotation. In this case the 
cited text was mentally analysed, and the part-of 1t 


most appropriate to the 8wbject or the objert of the 
writer was elected. * He cited merely what was Strictly 
relevant, as the best writers, both Pagan and Christian, 
do in smilar cireumstances. | Notting can, tend more 
to encumber a writer's text. or to overlay and hide his 
meaning than an array of cumbrous and indefinite 
citations. The sacred writers also presumed on the 
religious knowledge and spiritual discernment.of their 
readers, to whom as wise men even a word would 
be sufficient to recall and identiſy the cited Scripture. 


And they manitfestly regarded a pointed and well put 


quotation, based on subjective analysis, as more ex- 
press1ve than emphassed pronunciation, or the modern 
device of citation marks, or of an italicised text. It 
may be either literal or general, the exact copy or the 
Fencral form and substance of the original text, but in 
either case it is regulated by the eclectic prinetple. 
Thus John selects from a long passage. of Zechariah 
the very words, and nothing more, that snit his pur- 


* Matt. ii 5; Mark iv. 12 ; Luke iv. 4 ; John xii. 14, 15 ; John xix, 
97; Rom. x. 15; Rom. x 113 I Cor. u. 16: Gal. 111. 16. 


/ 4 
/ 


bd 
% 


FORMS OF QUOTATION. "T7 


pose, © And they"shall look on Him whom they have 


pierced,” merely changing the firs personal pronoun 


into the third, to adapt it to his own stand-point, and | 


to the historical fulfilment of the prophecy.* This 


form was evidently chosen in preference to more prolix 
citation, because it was more suitable to the. presenta- 
tion of the truth, as well as to the purpose of the 
author, and more complimentar J to the intelligence of 
his readers, 


4 Synthetic or combined quotation. This appears 


under two. forms, collective and combined citation. 
A series of passages 1s either adduced and hnked to- 
gether in proof of a particular proposition, as in the 


third chapter of the Epistle to the Romans, or they 


are blended together, and the substance of the whole 
18 8ynthetically quoted.F The former 1s merely the 


initial form of the latter, which thus presents a synop- 


tical view of the snbstance of several homogeneous and 
correlative passages, all referring to the same subject, 
like the whole series of similar gvents comprehended 
in a single prophecy. A combination of heterogeneous 
texts, never attempted by the sacred writers, were as 
great an anomaly as the reduction of digsimilar events 


to. the same prophetic formula. This mode is also 


allusion are comparatively rare. Thus Nahum alludes 


* John xix. 37 ; Zech. xii. 10. | | 
+ Rom, iii. 10-18, and Ps: liii. 1; Ps. v. 9; Ps. cxl. 8; Ps. x. 7 ; 
Isa. lix. 7, 8. | | | 


tound 1 in the Old Lestament, where eitation and even 


to the words of Isaiah, while —Feremiah manifestly on 
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Go 


IT 


combines the statements of both in one.* _ It is speci- 
ally characteristic of the latter author to refer ire- 
quently to the earlier writings of the Old Testament, 


and to blend into one two, or more passages, moulded 


or modified according to his purpose.F The New 
Testament is full of such quotation, which forms & 
most interesting bibheal study, and completely ex- 
plains why the mayor prophet 1s preferred to the 
minor, and the primary author 1s named even when 
the zecondary writer is more directly cited.] By 
combining the sense of several passages, instead of 
being a free use of a particular text, 1t involves the im- 
portant principle of the continuity of revelation. The 


more carefully such passages are compared and examined 


the more clearly 1s their. combination seen, and the 
unity in diversity of the divine economy displayed.\. 


5. Tdealistic or paraphrastie quotation. These are 


merely manifestations of the same principle, different 


_ aspects of the same thing. It is idealistic in reference 
to the internal sense of the text cited, and paraphrastic 
m regard to its objective expression or embodiment. 


* Nahum 1. 18 ; Isa. x. 27 ; Jer. xxx. 8. 

+ Jer. xlv1ii. 15 : Nahum xxi. 28, 29 ; Num. XXIV. 17. 

+ Matt. xxv11. g, 10 ; Zech. x1. 13; AY X1x, 2, 10,11 ; Jer. xvii. 2: 
Mark 5. 1,2; Mal. ui, 1; Ia. xl. 3. 

8 Matt. xxi. 5, Zech. ix. 9, and Tsa. xl. 3. Matt. xxvil. 9, 10, Zech. 

_ 13, and Jer. xix. 2, 10, 11. Mark i. 2, 8, Mal. iii. 1, and Tsa. xl. 3, 

John vii. 38, Tsa. xliv. 8, and Ta, lv. 1, Isa, Iviii. 11. Acts vii. 7, Gen. 

xv. 14, and Exod. 111. 12, Acts iii. 25, Gen. xxii. 18, and Gen. xii. 3. Acts 

Xu. 22, Ps. Ixxxix. 21, and 1 Sam. xiii. 14, Rom. ix. 33, Isa. xxviii. 16, 
Isa, viii. 14, Rom. xi. 8, Deut. xxix. 3, 4. 2 Cor. vi. 18, 2 Sam. vii. 

8, 14, 2 Cor.,vi. 16, Lev. xxvi. i1, 12, Ezek. xxxvii. 27, 


W 


Fl 
al 


iv: 5, Ezek; xx11t.-25, and 


18, 1, Tsa, 1viii. 11. Jobr 
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The writer fixed his eye on the psychology of the 
text, and 8e1zed the underlying idea, which he expressed 
in a paraphrase.* The sense or idea of the text and 
not its form was caught and presented under another 
body or form. Tt was also still further generalised 
and presented in a form wholly new. $0 far, there- 


fore, 1t agrees with 8ubstantial citation, and 80 far 1t 


ditters from it. It gives the 8ubstance of the sense, 


without the substance of the torm, and in a more 


idealistic and less formal manner. The mental action 
or process of the writer involved four things—an 
analysis of the text, abstraction of the sense from the 
form, coeneralisation of the internal idea, and a corres- 
ponding objective exPress1on. It 1s, therefore, as real 


though not 80 palpable as any of the other forms 


already adduced. The 1dealisation of a single passage, 
or the generalisation of several, ought to be regarded 
as valid citation, admirably. adapted to a COnClse, and 
complete presentation of the truth, and furniching a 
kind of philosophy of revelation. Matthew-2 ener alises 
the ancient prophetic conception of Me&iah as lowly 
and despised, and embodies 1t 1n a single opprobrious 
epithet, borrowed from the u8ago of enemies, © He 


shall be called a Nazarene.” + And John not only 


idealiszes the living water /of ancient prophecy as a 


* Matt. ii. 23, with Isa, x1. ; and Tsa. liii. 3, - Matt. x. 10, Luke x. 7, 
1 Obr. ix. 9. T Tun. v. 18, wAh Lev. xisx. 13; Dbut. xxv. 14, 15. James 
Prov. xxi. 10. John vii. 38, Tsa, xliii. 3, Ts. 
n/vii. 42, with 2 Sam, vii. 11- 13, Mal. v. 1, 1 Sam: 
xvi. 1-13, Eph. v. 1 / Tea. 1x. 1, 19, 20; 

+ Matt. ii. 28 ; Ja. Iu, = 
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«ymbol of grace, but generalises it to signify the Spirtt 
of life Himself, the source -and sum. of all gracious 
influence.” | ” 

These five forms of quotation, even when they run 
into qne another, yet retain their specific differences 
by which they may be severally discriminated. They 
are recognised by carrying on their forefront notation 
marks, by: containing sometimes the. very body of the 
passxage cited, sometimes merely the semblance of its 
form, but always its s1gnifheance,* 

_ Such pasages as are justly regarded as quotations, 
though they want the formula, occupy an intermediate 
place between formal citation and mere allusion, with 
the latter of which we close our examination of the 
forms of quotation. 

Allusion is of two kinds, to the senxe_ and. to the 
mere sound or form of Scripture. They either represent 
' the former, or formally reproduce the latter. They are 
a &lent appropriation ot the facts and forms of thought, 
of the sentiments and sentences of the Old Testan nent, 
and, even more than the different modes of citation, 
pervade the wh TeV mn They are the natural 
outcome of memories saturated with divine truth, and 
of imaginations laden with Scripture imagery. They 
sfrew the whole field of rey VElatlon 1 in countless numbers. ] 
-+ John 1ii-37,39 ; Tra 1v-1)—Ato;Fotn #222 John xx-9-—Fokn 
VU. 42: Mark x3. 3031-1 Gor nyn 4: TY 
+ Matt. xxvii. 46 ; Mark i. 12; Luke x. 7; 1 Peter iv. 8. 


+ Luke 1. 17, 387, 46, 47, 76, 78; Rom. x. $; 1 Cor. x. 8, "'$Þi:F 
2 Cor. ix. 7, 10; James v. 11, 12, 29: 1 Peter 4i, 9 9: 22, 24 ; 1 Peter 


uL.10,\14, 15; Heb. x. 37, 88; Heb. 1.21, &e 
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They must not he confounded with quotations, + 
and thereby allowed to cumber and  comphleate the 
problem to be solved. We must carefully distinguish 
between their respective characters and value. They 
are sometimes identified by popular writers, and even 
profess1onal critics are not always careful to discerimi-, 
nate between them. This cireumstance has set in 
_motion the pens of the enemies of inspiration. Tt is a 


rehe of the mecons.derate asxumptions of an uneritical 


age, which modern saence has chased away. 


PART 11 


PRIN CIPLES OF INTERPRE TATION. 
SECTION Fresr. 


Tae forms of quotation and their interpretation are 
two interdependent parts of the same problem. The 
conception of the writer determined the form, which 
embodies and reveals the principle on which it is made. 
They ought to be discussed and vindicated in their 
correlation as distinet but connected questions. And 
as the 8pirit of revelation 1s paramount to the mere 


RE See er ee Ee EONS EG 
o 


letter, 80 are the hermeneutics of quotation to 1ts form. 
We are here restricted to a discuss1on of the parti- | 
cular principles on which the writers proceeded in 
quotation, which, 80 tar as they are applicable, are 8ub- 
Staniially the principles of all bibheal interpretation. 


1. It is evident that the fundamental principle i "x | 
the psychological. Tt is not only the proper stand- 
point, but the general condition of all interpretation. 
The thought ot the writer, duly ascertained, is as 
consclousness to cognition. Our prospect depends 
upon our stand-point, just as the type is the view-point 
ol the antitype. The- writers of the New Testament, 
accordingly, im quoting the authors of the Old, put 


| a £ 
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themselves into their position,” investigated their 


thoughts, and developed the connection and bearing of 
| the comprehensive and holy revelations of the Spirit of 
Christ. From this point of view they surveyed and 

contemplated the diversified landscape of the whole 
\- ancient revelation of grace and truth." 


2, The grammatical or philological principle. Tt 
embraces. and covers both the literal and the tropical | 
text of Scripture. Most. passages are literally cited, 
but all are grammatically interpreted.+ No construction 
is/ever put upon a text which is not” either expressed 
or implied in the language . quoted. Literal and 
tropical passages are alike grammatically interpreted. 
Theditference between them hes in themsetlves and not 1 
their principle of interpretation. This 1s evident from 
the definition of the terms. Language is literal when 


EN CCC eprom m—_—_— 
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| the 8ame words uniformly represent the same things 
. _ or thoughts, which are thus spontaneously presented 
to the mind as s00n as the word is seen or heard. Tt 
is figurative when words become conventionally the 
81gns of other things or thoughts than those of which 
they are the natural or ordinary symbols. This im- 


| plies as its basis that natural things themselves, of 
which words are the signs, are made the symbols of 
Spiritual thoughts or things. The theory of all forms 
of language may be swmmed up in a single syllogistic 
formula—words are the signs of things, things are 


| * Rom. ix. pas8im ; Rom. xi. 26, 27 ; John vu. 38, 42 ; Eph. v. 14. 

| : + Matt. iv. 4, 6, 7, 10; Matt. xxii, 81; John xix. 36, 87 ; Gal. 

11. 16; Heb. 1 5, &e. 
| 6. 
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made the signs of thoughts, therefore words are the 


sions of thoughts. Accordingly, the text of the ancient 


Scripture, whether literal-or figurative, was grammati- 


cally interpreted, as. is done now by all true critics. 


The evangelical writers acknowledged a double refer- 
ence, based on the relation between natural and 
Spiritual things, but not a double or divided sense 
which did not lie in the language. They regarded the 
Sense of Scripture as one, and, therefore, to be inter- 
preted philologically, whether the words were literal 
or figurative. They carefully avoided the rock of 
literaligm on the one hand, and the whirlpool of 
mysticism on the other. They did not, hike Coccetus, 
find Chris everywhere, nor, hke Grotins, nowhere. 
They read the language of the ancient Scripture in 


the light of usage as-well as i the light of inspiration, 


and not in the light of things, such as preconceived 
opinions, or the principles of the Rabbinical or the 


Pagan schools. They did not interpret by the prin- 


ciples of philosophy a revelation which came from God 
and not from human reason. They understood the 
use and the abuse of reason in the interpretation of the 
divine word, of which some of the early Fathers, their 
SUCCESSOTS, Were Protoundly ignorant. We find nothing 
in their exeges1s akin to the fanciful allegories of Bar- 
nabas, or the manifold senses of Origen, or the plastic 
8\mbolsm of Ammonins Saccas, who laboured to har- 
monise all the s8ystems both of philosophy and of reli- 
g10n not only with themselves, but with each other. 
There 1s no trace of the Neoplatonism of Philo and 


PRINCIPLES OF INTERPRETATION, 35 


Josephus and of the Rabbinical literature after the 
close of the Canon. and during the prevalence of the 
Oriental and Alexandrian philosophies. .. We meet with- 
no cabalistic interpretation or science of the hidden 
Sense. The following testing instances may be for- 
mally Judaical, but they are philologically correct. 
Paul interprets the Abrahamic covenant negatively and 
positively, and applies the promise to Christ*—*© He 
sayeth not, And to seeds, as of many ; but as of one, 
And to thy seed, which 1s Christ.” The word for seed 
as Seth,f 


Samuel,] and Solomon\—individual, though generally 


in the Old Cestament 1s 1n several instances 


collective. And though it did not directly signify 
individuality in the context of the promise, 1 might 
connote or involve it in all the circumstances of the 


case, which embraced the whole chosen sced and Christ, 


the seed of Abraham and of Adam. The Abrahamic 
covenant was essentially a revelation ot the covenant 
of grace, « confirmed of God in Christ,” with whom it 
was primanly made, as the second contracting party 
and prospective fultiller, and merely secondanly made 
with Abraham. GConsequently, the chosen seed from 
the beginning derived their whole federal standing, 
character, and destiny from Christ as their Surety or 
Head. The words of promise expressed plurality 


rather than individuality, yet they connoted unity, 


or many in one, the members 1n the Head. . WE”: BY 


«till more specifically, the context als0, in which 


* Gal. 111. 16 ; Gen. xvul. C.- ii ntent Gen, i. 20 ; Gen. xXxX1.18. 
$1 Sam; L 11 DUNN VN, a male child or a 88d of men. 

Q 

O 


1 Chron. xxii. 10: Px hexxix, 96: 2 Sam, vii. 12-14. 
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the promise sits, and in the light of which 16 must 
be read, expressly slngles out aud Sionaliges one 


" Individual, one family, and-one-elass of SPlritual char-_ 


acter, as destined to culminate in one Person, whom 
both Abraham and Moses knew to be the 8ced of pro- 
mise, the. grand personage by whom the elect seed 
would realise their destiny. And hence both kinds of 
unity, which involve one another, are thus grammati- 
cally interpreted and summed up in the aptest terms — 
«He saith not, And to seeds, as of many ; but as of 
one, And to thy seed, which is Christ.”* He speaks 
not of seeds as of several individuals, or of severa] sorts 
of seed, which He would have done had He meant both 
Ishmael and Isaac and their tamihes, but He speaks 
as of one, Isaac and his posterity, both genealogically 
and spiritually, which is Chnist collectively or Christ 
in the Church. In like manner the Great Teacher, 
when accused of blasphemy in calling Himself the Son 
of God, rejoined by an argument drawn from the very 


words of Scripture, and involving both a comparison 


and a contrast. He thus reasons analogically—If the 
Scripture calls humany judges or magistrates, to whom 
the word of God merely came, gods, or God officially, 
how c can 1, the Sent of God, be called a blasphemer, 
8Imply because I call myself the Son of God ? . And 
then, reasoning from the less to the greater, and con- 
trasting them with Himself, He says—Tf earth-born 
and earthly judges be called gods, much 11076 am I, 


who have been set apart by the Father and sent into 


* 1 Sam, viii. 15, YN. Mark iv, 31, enguare. Matt, xiii. 31, 32. 
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the world as the Word of God, His primary and per- 


s0nal Revealer, entitled to be called the Son OL God, 


very God ot Yu God.” 


3. The synthetic or unitive principle of interpre- 
tation. Tb is synthetic because it gives the combined 
Sense. ot several passages, and unitive because 1t tends 
to that unity which 1s the end of all philosophy and 
of all theology. It is based on 'two- things, the pro- 


gresslve development of revelation and the. unity of 


the economies. These general principles of revelation 
underlie all principles of interpretation, and espectally 
the synthetic and prophetic. And this objective unity 
of revealed truth involves a corresponding subjective 
unity of conception in the Revealer and in the writer 


of the revelation. These two things are correlative, 


the one being the counterpart of the other. All the 
works of God are known to Him from the beginning, 
80 that there can be no progress of the. divine intelli- 
gence, but subjective unity of purpose must be regarded 


as real and as relative to its objective embodiment. 


Hence the New Testament interpreters, 1 declaring 
the conjunct sense of Scripture, were regulated by 
these - general. principles, and recognised 1t as one 


whole—ab imo ad summum $1mplex ct unum. Judaism 


was to them rudimentary or initial Christlanity, and 


the whole O1d Testament merely a prophecy of the 


of the new economy as well as in their own lioht— 


* John x, 34-36 ; Ps. lxxxii. 1, 6. 
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in a double blended light, which radiated all. around 
and chased away the shadows of the night. And 
hence also any germinal or undeveloped truth of the 
old revelation is called that truth, as subsequently 


developed, not by synecdoche or any other Iinguistic 


ficure, but in its formal appearance and position in 
the ecclesiastical heavens. The partial appearance 
and apparent magnitude of any truth are declared to 
be that truth, rising higher and higher in the sky 
unto the pertect day, but not the perfect truth. Here 
we find natural analogues in abundance. When we 
See one exposed $1de or dimens1ton of a buried. rock, 
we recognise or infer a corresponding underlying bas1s 
or. whole. A &ingle exposed fragment of rock may 
reveal the character of the range of which it forms a 
part. A range of the same mountain granite. 8uggests 
the unity'of a common basis. - A single phase of the 
moon 1s called the moon, because 1t 1imphes the whole. 


This principle 18 analogous to that 1m comparative 
anatomy, whereby from a few fragments of bone or 


foss1] the phys1ologtst can construct a skeleton and 
conclude a species or a genus. 


4, The analogical' principle. Analogy is a recog- 
nised though variously estimated principle of applied 


logic. It naphes at once the objective unity of reve- 


lation and.the harmony of truth, and, consequently, of 
thought. Accordingly, we have legal and grammatical, 
philosophical and physical, moral and theological ana- 
logy. It is not a mere resemblance between things, as 
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between a flower and frost-work on a window, where 
there is a merely superficial and seeming 8ameness of 
Structure. It 1s a radical and real agreement of prin- 
_ciple or internal character between things or thoughts, 
as between the orgamc forms of different human 
bodies, or the primary forms of thought of different 
minds. This involves corresponding logical relations 
which are the basis of - analogical reasoning or com- 
parative logic.” . A popular theologian, misconceiving 
the value of analogy as apphed to theology, has de- 
"Iunced it as a factitious and assumptive test of a 
text or truth. But a greater theologian has applied 
it with irresistible force to the defence of natural and. 
revealed religion. It has both a negative and a 
positive value, disproving error while 16 establishes 
truth. It 1s a valid but not the strongest form of the 
theistic argument, according to which we may legiti- 
mately reason from degsign in the works of man to 
design in the adaptations of the external world. It 
may be applied within its proper sphere to the prin- 
cipal truths of revealed as well as of natural religion. 
The scriptural express10n, analogy or * proportion of 
faith,” directly denotes the subjective faith .of the 
individual, but ib also implies in the correlation of 
8ubject and object the harmony of objective faith, or 
the proportion of the parts of truth, in accordance with 
its etymological, classical, and ecclesiastical $1gn1- 
ficance+ As a hermeneutical principle of Scripture, 


* Tleb. xii. 3— &vzaoyioucts Toy Tnoody, for the purpose of. comparison. 


+ Rom. xit. 6— avaAoyia Tis TTTWs. 
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it appears under three forms—facts, principles, and 
doctrines—which are all mutually related and inter- 
dependent. ng 

—(1:) These facts are the basis of the-moral principles 
exhibited and of the formal- doctrines enunciated. 
The events appealed to are always parallel to the 
circeumstances of the writer, and accordingly when they 
repeat themselves, and are repeatedly cited, it 1s in 
8imilar cireumstances or - under the same conditions. 
This is equally true of the spiritual principles and 
formal doctrines evolved, which are merely the philo- 
sophy or theology of the facts. The circumstances 
| as80ciated with the cited passage and the citation itself, 
and all the concomitant truths and principles involved, 
are throughout parallel and homogeneous. These 
forms of analogy may occasionally run into each other 
and be commiungled in any quotation, espectally the 
facts and doctrines, but their distinetive characters , 
are seen 1n the interpretation given and the apph- 
cation made. Generally, however, they may be 
clearly distingmshed and severally exemplified. Thus, 
Paul accused the unbeheving Jews of his age of 
blaspheming God before the heathen on the principle 
of historical analogy.* Between the cirenmstances 
and ins of the Jews in the days of the prophets and 
_ of Pau] there was a cloze and complete historical | 
parallel. Both ahke m smilar eircumstances pro- 


_faned or aspersed Gods holy name in the &1ght of the _ 


heathen, We find him ekewhere citing historical 


* Rom, 11, 24; Isa. li. 5. See also 2 Cor. vin. 15; Rom.. x1; 8-5, 
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facts in the life of ancient Tsrael as types or Pro- 
\ _ Spective-81gns, that the same sins in smilar circum- 
Stances would meet with the same punishment.* So 

close, indeed, 'is the correspondence between the cir- 
cumstances and specially the sufferings of ancient 

Israel and of the early Christian Church, that we may 

read the history of the one in that of the other.+ 

Frequently an event, instead of standing by itself, 
appears wrapt up in. a prophecy or historical pro- 

gramme of the-future, founded on the analogy of facts. 
' The prophet - Jeremiah's vivid picture of Rachel; the 
ancestral mother of a captive band, weeping for her 
lost - children, 18 interpreted- as being fulfilled or filled 


up -1n the massacre of the infants of Bethlehem and 
. the mourning of the miserable mothers. Between 
these two events there are points of difference as well 
as of agreement, and accordingly the one 1s represented 
as accomplshed in the other on the principle of Is- 
torical parallel rather ,than of prophetic anticipation, 
* Thew was fulfilled that which was spoken by the 
prophet J eremiah.” } In a smilar instance our Lord 
is said to have spoken in parables that He might 
fulfil a special function of the prophetic office, ex- 
ercised in the revelation of truth in symbol,; rather 
than the prophet's representation of a series of under- 
lying parallel and prophetic cirenmstances between 
Israel present and prospective.\ It becomes evident 
that historical analogy 1s snaply history repeating or 


| | * 1 Cor, x. 7-11. + Heb. xi. 36-38. 
} | +. Matt. ii. 18 ; Jer. xxxi. 15, . & Matt; xiii. 35 ;: Ps. Ixxxvull. 2, &c. 
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reproducing itself, and becoming the basis of analogical =» - 
interpretation. | 

(2.) The analogy of principles refers to the moral . | 
principles of the divine character and government and 
of human nature, which are correlate and combined in 
any instance or event. The analogy of the divine 


dispensations implies 8imilar or the same human 
character and circumstances. The same divine and 
human principles in operation become the basis of 
the analogy of the divine dealings in the moral world, 
according to which God treats men in the same way 
under the same conditions of character and cireum- 
_ 8tances. Moral analogy, therefore, implies the divine 
immutability and the moral 1dentity of human nature, 
which are constituent elements of the divine action, 
according to which it is impossible for God to err. 
And, accordingly, as a principle of interpretation, 1t 1s 
the solvent of many quotations, the key which lays 
open, the moral world from stem to stern.* Thus, 
Paul interprets and applies to the adequate mainten- 
ance of the Christian ministry the” principle of a com- 
mandment ot Moses 1n regard to the feeding of working 
oxen.F Elsewhere he declares a special principle of 
Hoshea in regard to the hfe of faith to be a general 
principle or condition of the higher spiritual life, 
* Matt. xxi. 16; Matt. xv. 8; Luke xviii. 20; J —_ vill. 17; Rom. 
1. 17; Rom. un. 4; Rom. x1.9, 10; 1 Cor, ix. 9; 2 Cor. vi. 2,16, 17, 18 ; 
2 Tun. 11;-19; 1 Tim. v, 18; Acts xiii. 41; Heb. ii. 6-8; Heb. x. 15: 
Heb. xii. 5, 6; Heb. x. 5-11; Heb! xii. 5, 6; John ii. 17; Rom. vii. 


80; Rom. xv. 8, 
T+ 1 Cor. ix. 9; Deut. xxv. 4. 


CM _—_— ——— _— 
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which is always gained and sustained by faith in the 
divine revelation of grace.” Our Lord, in like manner, 


intrepreted a. special oracle of Isaiah against the hypo- 
critical and heartless formalists of his age, as involving 
a principle of universal application under the same 


moral conditions. F The application, also, of a s1ngular 


passage from a signal psalm to the jubilant shout of the 
children in the temple in honour of Messiah's name, 


appears to be made not in fulfilment of a special 


prophecy, but mn verification of the principle, founded on 
Some known analogous instances, that the foolish things 


of the world are used to confound the wise, to stop 


the mouths and stifle the rage of envious enemies. | 
The long and elaborate quotation from a Mess1anic 
psalm, applied by Paul to the person and work of 


Christ, involves the important principle that willing 


obedience. to the divine will is better than mere 
sacrifice.y This principle was applied by the Lord on 
two several occasions to vindicate before the captious 


 Pharizees both His own observance of the Sabbath 
_ and His intercourse with publicans and smners, © 1 


will have merey and not sacrifice.” | Bo also Paul, 
in declaring the mimisterial destiny of man under the 
Mediator, adduces the fact of his. primal dignity and 
dominion as lord of creation and prime munster of 
God, of which the shadow only now remains, and 


* Rom. 4. 17 ; Gal. iii. 11; Heb. x. 38. 

+ Matt. xv. 8 ; Isa. xxix. 18, | 
2 Matt. xxi. 16 ; Ps. viii. 3. —SZ&- Heb. x. $-8--Ps;x1-6-5S: 

| Matt.-ix. 13; Matt. xii. 7 ; Hosea vi. 7, 8. 
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* 1, ; 
argues that when taken in connection with the promise 
of grace and the redemptive work of the representative 
Man, it involves the principle of man's restoration 
and realisation of his destiny.* He also cites a psalm 
in which Jehovah, as idol-breaker of the world-power 
of Assyria, claims the worship of the heavenly hosts, 
and thence evolves the principle that the Son of God, 
the destroyer at His several advents of the works of 
the world-god, deserved and obtained the same hom- 
age.+ He reasons throughout the whole of the first 
chapter that the Son is not only supertor to. angels, 
but God of very God, because the same divine titles, 
-worsMp, and works are as&ribed to Him um Scripture, 

the exact method .of proof followed by modern 
theologians. 
3.) Doctrinal analogy deals with doctrines which 


are the  philosophy of facts or of principles. Conse- 


quently, quotations adduced to declare or to defend a 
particular doctrine must als wrap up an emergent 
tact or principle of experience. The Old Testament 1s 
the germ of the New, .as the r08pels are the germ of 
the epistles, which are their fall deve elopment. This 
organic unity of the two economies is the foundation of 
the doctrinal analogy which prevails throughout and 
appears prominently im quotation, as some hills of the 
Same mountain range tower above the rest. The doc- 
trine contained 18 generally conspicuous, but it is 
sometimes merely inferential, which _—_ its appl- 
cation less palpable. Paul, in the crand doctrinal 


42 \ 


* Heb. u. 6-8 ;. Ps. viii.- 4-6. + Heb. i. 6: Ps, xevii. . 


%) 
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Epistle to the Romans, demonstrates in order, by a 


Series of texts from the Old Testament, the sinful- 


ness of man; justification in the s8ight of God by faith 


alone without works; the sovereignty of God in the 
election of individuals and communities to grace As 
well as to privileges; the calling of the Gentiles; and 
the final judgment of the world.” At other times the 


application of a citation is indirect and inferential. 


The same apostle inferred, from a passage in the 


Psalms, which does not appear to be Messianic, and in 


which the writer declared that he wonld praise God 
among the Gentiles, that they being privileged to hear 
His glorious praise must be als partakers of His sal- 
vation by the gospel.+ He also concludes, indirectly, 
from a text which, whether taken from Isaiah or from 
David, and even whether it be Messianic or not, admit 
of doubt, that Christ and all behevers are brethren on 
the ground of a common faith which makes them all 
children of one Father and of one family.} He applied, 
with some modification, a directly Messianic paszage 


from Isaiah indirectly to himself and Barnabas as a 


Special warrant to them, as the ministers or represen- 
tatives of Christ, to preach the gospel to the Gentiles, 
according to the maxim a none Qui facit 


per ahum facit per se.' In the Epistle to the 
Hebrews, which, 1n DR to quotation, may be 
* Rom. i. 17; Rom. iv, 3 : Rom. 14. 10-18; Rom. x. 5-11 ; Rom. 


ix. 9,12, 15, 25, 27, 29, 33; Rom: xi. . 5, $8; Rom. xiv. 11; Rom. x. 


19, 20 ; Rom. xv. 9-12. 


+ Rom. xy. 9 ; Ps. xviii. 49. Matt. xxii. 81, 32 ; Exod. uu. 6. 
+ Heb: 8. 18: Isa, viii. 17 ;- Ps; Xvitt-S; -— 
$ Acts x11. 47 ; Isa. xlix. 6. of, 
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called the cross of interpreters, he was addressIng not 
only Jews, but Christian Jews, who believed the Christ 
to be the Son of God, identical with the Logos, the 
delegated Maker of the worlds by His own power, and, 
therefore, he applies indirectly to the Son a passage 
which primarily applied to Jehovah, as Creator and 
covenant God of Israel. This interpretation 1s less 
fetched and forced than to regard the psalm as Mes- 
Sianic, presenting Jehovah as the Church's covenant 
God in Christ, and thereby ascribing to the latter the 
attributes of God, according to the analogy of ancient 


Scripture and the faith of believing Israel.” 


5. The prophetic or prospective principle we place 
last, because 1t involves and combines less or more all 
the others, psychology and philology, synthesis and 
analogy. It appears under two forms, type and pro- 
phecy, which are both alike prognostic of the future. 
They are radically connected as ditterent forms of the 
8ame thing, and mutually related as things and words, 
phich are the s1gns of things or thoughts. The type 
may be defined generally as a divine 1dea or purpose 
of something present or prospective, embodied in a 
thing as its 8ymbol. Defined specttically, as a figure 
of things to come, it 1s a proleptic sign of the future, 
express1ve of a dtvine purpose or promise of s0mething, 
which is called the antitype. Typology is founded on 
_a system of -divme 1deas or -mtentions, whether em- 
bodied 1n a person, a place, an institution, or an event. 


* Seb. L 19. 12: Pao. 25-27. 
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| It is biblical both in name and thing—a distinet form 
þ? of divine communication not to be confounded with 
allegory and analogy, or with progress1ve revelation. 
» The Adamic and Abrahamic promises were both par- 
_ tial and proleptic revelations, but they were not formal 
types, even though the former was conserved 1n prim1- 
tive sacrifice, and the latter confirmed by the seal of 
circumeison. The divine wisdom might have seen fit 
to set, up a 8eries of types as mere $1gnal-posts along 
the long and winding route of revelation down to 
Christ, but they were certainly of a more snbstantial . 
and significant nature. They were not factitious or 
conventional things, like all language not strictly 
onomatopoetic, but orgame parts of revelation, being 
as well as 0wing the thing, sample signs suggestive 
of the whole truth. How far the primary authors of 


Scripture realised. the divine design of the type, s0 that 
its divine and human elements comcided m their con- 
SCLOUSNess, 18 a fit question. of criticism, but 1t 1s evi- 
dent that the New Testament interpreters dealt rather 
with the divine than with the human idea. It 1s 
evident that holy men of God, hving in pecular times, 
must have realsed a deeper meaning m their com- 
munications than rationalistic cntics are willing to 
admit, and that the evangelical writers in citing the 


ancient types construe them rationally in the light of 
the s1gnal and «1gnificant facts of their inst1tution, of 
the germinant_ buds of the early promises which were 
the hope of the Church, and-of the development and 
continuity of revelation. AModern apologists of inspira- ___ 
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tion need not complicate the question of quotation by 
insisting on more types than are expressly recognised 
in Scripture. But while we acknowledge generally an 
underlying and sometimes an outstanding parallelisgm 
between the two economies, we must als maintain 
special points of distinct typical significance. The 
following may be regarded as clear and contessed 
examples. Adam, the covenant head of atten human- 
ity, is declared to be a type of Christ, the representa- 
tive Head of redeemed humanity.* In their federal 
capacity they are compared, but in the results they are 
contrasted. The most natural mterpretation of the 
perplexed passage, in which Abraham is said to have 
received back his son from imminent death in a figure, 
is to regard the whole transaction, embracing the vir- 
tual death of Isaac and his restoration to his father by 
the actual substitution of the ram, as a joint type of 
the vicarious death ' and resurrection of Christ, whose - 
day the patriarch rejoiced to see.+ 

We. are expressly told in the Epistle to the Hebrews, 
which is a commentary on the ritualizm of the law, 
that the temple and the whole of its rites were types 
or shadows of better things to come. The tabernacle, 
which was the prototype of the temple, was not only 
made according to a divine type or pattern, but was 
itself a type in its material s8plendour of the moral 
glory of the House of God, both on earth and in 


heaven.] Even its principal contents or furniture had 


* Rom. v. 14-18. - | + Heb. xi. 19. 
+ Heb, x. 1; Heb. ix. 8, 9 ; Heb, viii. 2; 5: 
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a spectal typical s1gnificance, which the apostle did not 
find it necessary to particularise.* Several events in 
the history of the: old world and of Israel were types 


or symbols of higher spritual realities. + The salvation 
of one righteous family, through the medium of an 


element which drowned the wicked world, was a type 
ot Christian baptism, which is called its countertype, 
and in which the washing away of the filth of the 
flesh s1gnifies the washing of regeneration and the ee- 
miss10n of sins,] The passage of ancient Israel through 
the aqueous elements of the sea and the cloud was a 
kind of baptismal sign of their entrance into the 
covenant and Church of God, and of their self-dedica- 
tion to the Lord.\ The paschal lamb of the Passover, 
which was both retrospective e and prospective, sacrificial 


and commemorative, 18 a type -of- Christ our Passover 


Sacrificed for -us.|| The bread and water which sus- 
tained the people in the desert were s&ymbols of the 
bread and water of life, or of Chatst Himself.] The 


= R : 
ceremonial washings. were present emblems of moral 
purity in regeneration and remission of 'sin. The 


animal sacrifices and þblood-sprinklings were not only 
present signs of the desert of 8m and the necessity of 
atisfaction, but also prospective types of the sacrifice 
of Christ and of the cleansing power of His sprinkled 
blood.*** Certain also of the divine dealings with ancient 
Israe! are said to be ty -_ or examples of the tixed 


+ Heb ——— +1 Oar. x. 7-1. 
+ 1] Peter 11. = ot, S 1] Cor. x. 1-4, 
1 1 Cor. v. 7; John: x1x;' 36. « 1 Cor. x.-8,- 4. 


** Hob. 15.33: M03 4 
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principles X the divine moral gov ernment, and to be 
recorded for our admonition, on whom the ends of the 
age are come.* All these types were a kind of dumb 
parables, which, like the word-parables of the great 
Teacher, at once half revealed and half concealed the 
truth. David, in his kingly capacity, and especially 
in the troubles of his kingdom, is 80 clearly a type of 
the humiliation and sufferings of Christ, that the anti- 
type 18 called by the name of the type.+ Solomon, as 
David's 8eed or s0n of promise, was a type of the 
Messiah in the extent and peace and glory of His 
kingdom. The s0journ of Israel in Egypt, with their 
bitter bondage and their subsequent dehverance ; their 
$ad captivity in Babylon and their ultimate redemption, 
are correlative and complimentary types of man's cap- 
tivity by Satan and his restoration by Jesns Christ. 
The brazen serpent, between which and Himself our 
Lord instituted 80 striking a comparison, 1s $0 s1gnal 
and appropriate an emblem of the mode of our salva- 
_ tion by taith in the crucified ' Redeemer, that 1t may 
Justly be regarded as a type of Christ.? ] 

 Jonah's deliverance from the w LE s belly, where 
he lay buried for three days and three nights, and by 
which his commission to preach repentance to the 
Ninevites was attested, typified the burial and resur- 
rection of Jesus, by w Hob He was declared to be the 
Son of God w vith power: 


+2 Cop 58 + Tas. bs .& + John 5. 14. 
8 \att. xii. 40 ; Jonah i. 17 ; Rom. i. 4. 
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wy SECOND. 


1. There 1s a natural transition from inarticulate 
yet significant things to articulate words revealing the 
future directly or indirectly through things of which 
they are 8igns. - We pass, accordingly, from analog 
and type to typical or indirect prophecy, which formally 
ditter- though they possess a common underlying .prin- 
ciple>or basis, which is sometimes allowed to hide their 
difterences. | 

Prophecy, the second form of the prospective prin- 
ciple, may be defined generally as a verbal s1gn or 
formula of the future. It assumes two forms, direct 
and indirect, or direct and typical prophecy. Mes- 
$1anic prophecy, in particular, exhibits both forms. 
From the very nature of the ancient economy, both 
typical and direct non-Messlanic prophecy are com- 
paratively hmited. OChrist was the central object of 
the divine revelation from the beginning. The patri- 
archs from Adam to Abraham spake, and the prophets 
from Moses to Malachi wrote of the Messiah, the 
Saviour of Israel and the hght of the Gentiles. The 
whole Old Testament was a prophecy of the New 
generally, and of Christ specially. And, consequently, 
the ancient prophecies, not strictly Mess1amc, are yet 
all less or more connected with the person and work 
and times of the Mesﬆ1ah. -  FThere-are not many - direct _ 
and till fewer typical non-Mess1anic prophecies, and 
apparentlynot any citations of the latter kind. Ezekiel's 


wa 
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vision of the dry bones of the house of Israel, in $0 tar 
as it is prophetic, is typical. Tt is a visionary scene, 1n 


which natural things become the s1gns of present and 


the prospective types of future realities. The moun- 
tain of the Lord's house which Isaiah saw established 
on the tops of the mountains is a kind of typical 
prophecy, founded on the site of the temple, of the 
vistble establishment, extension, and moral glory of the 
Church of Christ. We have seen that the events 
generally of the ancient theocracy were not only pre- 
Sent instances and muffled types, but oracnlar announce- 
ments of the principles of the divine government 1n 
every age. The symbolic utterances of the ancient 
prophets, in which they 8uited the action to the word, 
and the word to the action, were typical. predictions, 
involving promise or commination. This form of pro- 
phecy 1llustrates the connection between type and 
prophecy already indicated. The former 1s the basis 
of the latter. Prophecy 1s the articulate express10n or 


exponent of type, the topgue by which it speaks ex- 


pressly. Jt preannounces and quotation interprets 


the typical_facts or prospective aspects of the divine 
economy. ,Type and typical prophecy are s0 closely 
connected, that in any epecial inztance they are forms 
of the same thing. A careful analysis, also, of type 


and prophecy mn all its aspects, direct and indirect, 


_Mess1anic_ and non-Mesanic, shows them to bein 


their roots 80 closely intertwined, that they are zome- 


times combined in the same instanees, and all culminate 
in Christ, the antitype, the focus of their convergent 


Y 
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Iights, the grand goal of their divergent routes, the 
ocean of their confluent streams.® 


| 4 | 
The real character of any prophecy, whether Mes- 


.S1anic or non-Mess1anic, 1s more easly determined than 
1ts formal character, whether direct. or- typical. There 


1s ample room occastonally for difference of opinion 


_ regarding the latter forms. The internal character of 


A 
n—_—_ 


any Mezsiame prophecy and its external form combine 
to form and to determine its specific class or category. 
Both classes are numerous, but the typical are fewer 
than the direct, and more dehateable. The distine-' 
tion between them '18 sometimes 'less palpable, from 
the fact that the cireumstances of the writer and h1s- 
torical elements have sometimes furnished- the occa- 
$10n, and even the form of a prophecy, which 1s not 


properly typical. Sometimes a. prediction cannot be 


fairly interpreted as typical, because the points of 


agreement between the supposed type and counter- 
type are merely apparent, while the points of difference 
are numerous and real, It may be lightly figurative, 
and yet not typical; and the circumstances 0p SUr- 
roundings of the author may be merely the back- 


oround. of his picture, and not the formal bass of the 


prophetic tabric; the towers of which afford a com- 


( 
We 


manding and glorious prospect .of the kmngdom=ot 
Mess:ah. 


- 9. The following are clear instances of the class 


that has a typical foundation. - Matthew declares 


* Matt. 4. 18 ; Matt. xiii. 37; Acts i. 290; Rom. xi. 9, 10; Heb, ii. 6-8. 
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54 PRINCIPLES OF NEW TESTAMENT QUOTATION. 


that the Scripture, © Out of Egypt have I called my 
801,” was spoken of the Son of God by the prophet 
Hoshea.* Tt is based on typical facts in the history 
of Israel, called the son of God, the first-born of Jeho- 
vah, preserved for a season in Egypt, and thence 
called to the mission of a high destmy among the 
nations, as a type of the Son of God, the infant 
Redeemer, who found shelter in Egypt from the rage 
of Herod.+ Of all the ancient, and especially the 
paschal Scriptures, sa1d to have been fulfilled 1n con- 
' nection with the crucifixion, there is none more clearly 
typical than the Injunction re carding the paschal lamb, 
which the evangelist applies to Christ, with merely a 
change of pronoun, which makes the type clearer—* A 
bone of Him «hall not be broken.” 

The great Teacher 1s sa1d to have spoken in par- 
ables, that- the mode. of 1nstruction adopted by an 
ancient prophet of God, s1nilar 1n $8ubstance, yet dis- 
Sinuar in form, might thereby be fulfilled.\ It was 
necessary that a method of teaching which, under a 
diversty of form, was not only pecuhar to the Easxt, 
and smgularly appropnate to a rudimentary dispensa- 
tion, but specially characteristic of the prophetic office, 


Should be reproduced and reahsed mn 1ts hichest form 


v9; Matt. xxi. 42 ; Matt. xxvii. 46: 
John: xv. 25; John xzix.. 24, 28, 36:;. Acts L 20 Acts 1. 25-28 ; 
Acts xw11 95-90 + Acts I. 20, 20; Eph. iv. 8: John BH. 17: 
Ret 1,3 ip:5 Heb it.-12; 13; Heb. x. 5-8: Heb. i. 8, 9: Rom. 
Tx..0. | | 
T Matt. 1. 15 ; Hosea xi. 1. + John x1x. 36 ; Exod. xii. 46, 
$ Matt. x11. 35 ; Ps. Ixxviii. 2. | 
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in the great Prophet of the Church. He taught by 


parables not merely that the mtegral and unmform 
principles of human nature, or of the dive moral 


government, might receive their fullest- exemplifica- 


-tion, but-more particularly that an expediential prin- _ 


ciple of the divine scheme of revelation might obtain 
its Inghest fulfilment. 


_ The ancient palms, so emphatically declared by 


Peter to have been spoken by the Holy Spirit concern- 


ing Judas, and fulfilled in his dismal doom, though 
they involve 1n their application to Judas the principle 


ot moral analogy, must be spectfically interpreted as 


indirect Mess1anic prophecies, according to which Ahi- 


thophel and his fellow-consprrators, - the enemies of 
David, represented Judas and his wicked axsociates, 


the betrayers and murderers of the Lord.* Still more 


clearly 18 this the exegetical - prineiple- of that grand 


propheti6 psalm of the resurrection of Christ, which 
declared that H1s soul would not be left im hades nor 
His flesh see corruption.* © The sure mercies of David,” 
pronmsed to Chnist and to all His people, involve the 
resurrection from the dead, as a part and pledge of their 
full possesston.} The pregnant and profound words of 
the second psalm, © Thou art my Son, this day have I 
begotten Thee,” are a typical prediction of the incarna- 


tion of Mexiah, orof His being raized up into theworld., 


—Fhe-repeated-quotation, © The stone which the builders 


Acts 1. 20, with Ps. Ixix. 25, and Ps. cix. 
+ Acts ii 25-28, with Ps..xvi. 8, 11, and Acts xui. 35-87; 
+ Acts xl. 54, witl: Iza. Iv, 3. 8 Acts x11. 83, with Ps: 11. S. 
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. . | : | OS _ 
rejected, the same is become the head of the corner, 
primarily described the rejection by the old world 


builders of Israel, the son of God, and the type of the 


Messiah and His people, Christ personal and collective.” 


The long and elaborate quotation in Hebrews trom one 


of the pealms, s0 replete with Mess1ame 1deas and con- 


nected with other similar psalms, is to be understood 
as made_ on the. same typical principle, though 1t als0 
implies the analogy of the same spiritual sentiments 1 
David and in Christ.+ In the citation of the s1gnal 


promise made to David regarding his s0n and heir, 


. . . I , . ol 
Solomon is evidently typical of the Messiah.} The 


cited paxsage, © Behold, I and the children which God 
hath. given me,” 1s -1directly Messanic ; the prophet 
Tzaiah being there in his official character and functions 
a type of the Great Prophet of Ixrael.\ 


These instances are - &xnffictent to- show the close 


relation of material type and typical prophecy, and the 


radical and real agreement between type and antitype. 


But as typical prophecies are S$1mply a combination of 
type with prophecy, of words with things as s1gns, 1t 
follows that the prophetic word may point solely to 
Christ ; and, therefore, that the quotations made from 
8uch prophecies may be directly Messianic. The 
quotations already given, by which Peter proves the 


reaurection of Christ, and Paul His divinity, are of 


this character. " his eon=1deration prevents confuson 


* Matt. xx1. 42, with Ps. cxviii. 22. 23 
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Heb. x. 5-9, with Ps. xl. 6, 7. 
Heb. 1. 9 Ip., with 2 Sam. vii. 14. 
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Heb. 1. 15 Ip;, with Is. viii. 14, 
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 1n the clasification of Mess1amic prophecy, and indi- 


cates the point of contact and transition between the 


two classes. Among the direct prophecies of Mess1ah 


we class several, sometimes improperly regarded as in- 


direct, merely on account of themeetting and-scenery, 


which do not determine their character. The back- 


ground of a prophecy must not be confounded with 
_ 1ts bas, nor its occaston with 1ts character, nor figura- 


tive language with determinate form. Thus, Isaiah's 


prophecy of the child Immanuel, though invested with 
the form and body of the tines, 1s not a typical Mes- 


Slanic prophecy, founded on a typical birth, which can- 


not be discovered ; but a direct Mess1anic announcement 


of the birth of an extraordinary child, which the author 
expected to be born of the virgin, a singular person, 
and to be one who would carry out and complete the 
covenant of David, and confirm his kingdom tor ever, 
even after not only Syna and Ixrae] had gone down, 
but Judah also had been diminished and horn of its 
olory.* The singular quotation from the sacred pro- 
phets,* © He shall be called a Nazarene,” found formally 
nowhere, is not a typical prediction, founded merely on 
a symbolcal and philological relation between netzer 
and Nazareth, but a direct Messianic prophecy, in the 
paraphrast1c form of quotation, grammatically inter- 
preted and apphed to His reputed character and birth- 
place, for both of which He was despised, and, in point 


* Matt. i 23, with Isa. vii. 14. | 
+ Matt. _ii.- 23, with Isa; l1i.. 2, 8, &c., and Tea. xa. 1, and Ia. iv. 2; 
Zech. ii. 8, and Zech. vi. 12. 
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of fact, rejected by the Jews. Thus there was not 


only a coincidence between name and thing, between 


| Nazareth and contempt, which made the fulfilment of 
_ the prophecy more striking, but the divine prophetic 


idea was realised and expressed in the highest poss1ble 
form. The place of Messiah's upbringing was fitted, 
and therefore designed, to incur contempt and rejection; 
and, therefore, the ancient prophecies which went 
before regarding Him must be accomplshed there. 
These ideas are expressed in the passages cited, and 


form the bass of an application, 1m which there 1s 


nothing peculiar, except the local element of His res1- 


dence at Nazareth. On the same grounds we classify 
and interpret two s1gnal quotations, made from the 
$ame / unique but mysterious range of prophecy of 
Zechariah, but ascribed in one of the instances to 


Jeremiah, not only as the major prophet, but also as 
/ having furnished the basis of the minor prophecy, both 
in its conception- and its dramatic action.” The pro- 


phet, mstead of representing himself and the treatment 
which he or any other faithful prophet or wise shepherd 
did or would receive trom the false and fickle flock of 


Judah, as a type of more indigenant treatment of> the 


covenant God of Israel, the Good Shepherd, merely 


personates Jehovah-Mexiah, of whose' manifestation all 


the prophets 8pake, and presents Him as directly 


declaring His own fate, not only at the hands of a 
faithless flock, but of God Himself, together with not 


* Matt. xxvi. 31, Matt. xxvii: 9, 10, with Zech. xiii. 7, and Zech. xi. 
30 6:1 | 
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merely the immediate dispersion of His followers on 
the night of His betrayal, but also the ultimate dis- 
persion of the nation. Reading in this light the 
prophecy and its application, we may well say, with 


_ Hengstenberg, © The agreement of prophecy and fulfil- 


ment is $0 striking, that 1t would force itself upon us 
although it had been indicated by no declaration of the 
New Testament. What could the last and most fearful 
express10n of ingratitude towards the Good Shepherd 
here predicted be, other than the murderous plot by 
which the Jews rewarded the pastoral fidelity of Christ, 
and for the accomplishment of which Judas was bribed?” 
The quotation, © And let all the angels of God worship 
Him,” applied to our Lord's advent into the world, 1s 
made from a prophetic psalm, which, hke others of the 
s8ame character, contains the mystery of Messiah, in 


whom alone it finds its proper and true fulfilment.” 
The other Messiamic prophecies are $0 decidedly direct 


as to be self-evident. We swbmit a table of the whole 


in the full conscioueness of the frequent difficulty of 


disceriminating indirect and wimediate Mess1anic pro- 
phecies.+ There is no question on which students of 
prophecy have been more divided, and none that 18 


* Heb. i. 6, with Ps. xcvii. 7. See also Ps. xcii., xcv.; xcvi., XCvIu., 
XCIX.,. Cl., CL | | | | 

+ Matt. ii. 6; Matt. ii. 3; Matt. iv. 14-16 ; Matt. xi. 10 ; Matt. 
x13. 17-21; Matt. xxi. 48, 44; Matt. xxvi. 81; Matt. 1. 23 ; Matt. 
xxv1i. 9, 10; Matti: 23; Matt-vii 1+ Matt. xx1.-4,.5 ; Mark xv. 
28; Mark1. 8 ; Luke iii. 4 ; Luke xxii. 87 ; John 1, 23 ; John xix. 3,7; 
Acts ii. 34 ; Acts ii. 22, 23, 25 ; Acts 11. 25 ; Rom. xiv. 11 ; Rom. ix. 
33 : Rom: xi. 26,27; Rom: xv.-12;; Rom. x..13.; Gal. un. 8, 16 ; Eph. 
v.14 ; with Isa. Ix. 1, 19, 20; Heb.1.8; Heb. v. 6. £ Y 
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more open to doubtful disputation. We conclude this 
. Investigation by an induction of quotation prophecies, 
which may be designated involute rather than either 


typical or direct Messianic. And as typical prophecies 
less or more directly predict what they indirectly pre- 
_ figure, s0 the involute Mess1anic imply the personal 


advent and work of Christ, but directly declare their 


results in the salvation of believers and the deeper 


damnation of unbelievers, in the illumination of some 


and the judicial blindness of. others, in the regeneration 
of soctety and the downfall of Satan's kingdom, mn tunes 
of refreshing from the presence of the Lord and 1n tides 
of judgment, in the rejection of the faithless Jews and 
the calling of the benighted Gentiles. They express a 
Messianic condition of things, which completely solves 
the mystery of the Messiah, wrapt up in the ancient 
prophecies. They announce the antecedents, concomi- 
tants, and consequences of an advent and- redemptive 
work, which another class of prophectes directly pro- 
claims. 


8, The quotations already adduced,  classed, and 
partly 11]ustrated under the different aspects of pro- 
paecy, may be regarded as sufficient to show the prin- 


ciple of interpretation on which the New Testament 


writers proceeded. We conclude this part of the s8ub- 


* Matt. iii. 3; Mark 1. 2 ; Matt. xii. 14, 15 ; Matt. xv. 8, 9; Luke 
i. 4 ; John vi. 45 ; John xii. 38, 40 ; Acts ii, 16-21 ; Acts xiii. 40, 41 ; 
E117 Rom T:25;-28-27-23  Rom-27-$-38-4+ + D©or: 


xv. 54; 1 Cor. 4. 9; Rom. x. 19, 20; Rom. xi, 9, 10 ; Rom. iv. 18; | 


Gal. iv. 27 ; Heb. n. 6-8. 
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ject by a pagsing reference to the principle, or rather 


practice, of accommodation, which is the correlative of 
the principle of allusion, already examined. Tt con- 
sIsts 1n appropriating the form merely, and not the 
matter of a passage. Tt accommodates or applies 
O1d Testament forms of thought or phraseology to the 
express10n or the 1llustration of evangehecal sentiments 
or doctrines. To these the writers merely allude, that 


they may apply them Ioosely to the presentation of. 


other and higher truths. They are invariably em- 
ployed to commumecate and commend truth, and not 
to convey and to conntenance error.* Thus, the Scrip- 
ture, © The man who doeth these things shall live by 
them,” is a proper quotation and application of a 
passage in the law which describes the results of legal 
obedience; but the snbsequent context of Paul, though 
it contrasts the righteousness of faith with that of 
works, 18 not an authoritative interpretation of Moses, 
but a parenthetical modification and accommodation of 
the form of a graphic passage, descriptive of the near- 
ness. or access1þility of the law and the facility of 
obedience, to the presentation of the higher evangelical 
truth of Justification or rIghteousnes 3s by faith in tne 
gospel of Jesus Christ.7 SER 

The appkeation of the passage from the nineteenth 
psalm, describing the circuits of the orbs of heaven, 
«Their line is gone out through all the earth, and their 
words to the end of the world,” to the vencral procla- 


mation of the gospel to the yorld, 118 An Accommo- 


* Rom, x. 5; Lev. xvii. 5. + ws . 6-9; Deut. xxx. 12, 14. 
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dation of the form of the text, and not a fanciful 
analogue between the lights of the natural and the. 


moral worlds, much 'less a typical prediction founded 


on typical natural facts.* In such instances the pri- 
mary 1dea 1s modified by a paraphrase, or 80 palpably 
accommodated in its form as to carry no logical autho- 
rity, and to occaslon no ditticulty of interpretation. 


= Kom.-x.- 18 ;- Ps, xix, 8, 4. 
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| ANALOGOUS QUOTATION. 
THE APOSTOLIC AND EARLY FATHERS. 


SECTION FiRsT. 


1. WE $hall employ the same method in connection == 
with this cognate department of quotation, examining 
in order the sources of the- citations made by the early 
Fathers, their wmtroductory formulas and forms, and 
the principles of 1nterpretation followed. We shall 
find a general agreement on these points between the 
authors of the New Testament and the Fathers of the 
Church, with 8o0me specific differences, especially of 
interpretation, the character and value of which re- 
main to be discussed and determmed. The Apostolic 
the Apostles, are five in number —Hermas, Barnabas, 
and Clement of Rome ; Polycarp of Smyrna, and Igna- 
tius of Antioch. Like the authors of the New Testa- 
ment, they all wrote in Greek, though Barnabas at 
| least was a Jew, I1renzus expressly states that both 
_t the Apostles and the Fathers quoted the Septuagint, 
| Or Boventy Elder The conquests of Alexander the 
1 Great and the Septuagint version had made the Greek 


language 80 current throughout the Roman empire, 


* Tren. lib. 1. c, 21. 
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and especially throughout the Church, that Hellenistic 
Jews, as well as Greeks, generally preferred the Sep- 
tuagint, even when less accurate, to the old vernacular 
Hebrew. The Jews, ever since the Babylonish capti- 
vity, had lost the full and facile command of their 
native tongue, and spoke the Aramean or Syro-Chal- 
daic, which is a branch or dialect of the ancient 
Hebrew. |Fhis was less or more the oral language of 
the Jews in the days ot our Lord, as 18 evident from 
the formal and frequent citation of His very words 1n 
the gospels. It had been used from the time of Ezra 
downwards to Christ as the language of formal com- 
ment on the Hebrew text of the law in most of the 
Jewish synagogues. But it gradually died out, both 
as the language of ordinary hfe and of religious wor- 
Ship, till, at the Chrnstian era, we find the Greek 
tongue 1m common use both in s8ocial hfe and in the 
$ynagogue by the Jews, who were called Grecists or 
Hellenists. Accordingly, the authors of the period, 
8uch as Philo and Josephus, the writers of the New 
Testament, and the earhest Fathers, Jewish and Greek, 
wrote in Greek, and generally cited the Septuagint, 
The Christian Jews retained their national forms of 
thought, and wrote 1mpure or Hellenistic Greek ; while 
the Greek Fathers, who generally were ignorant of 
Hebrew, from their habitual converse with the DeP- 
tuagint and the influence of the new ideas of the 
Christian economy on their ] 19Uuage, would become 
tinged with Hebraism 
or propriety. 


ose their classic pecuharity 
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The Apostolic Fathers cited or alluded to- the Old 
or the New Scriptures as their s8ubject and their cir- 
cumstances demanded. In the Shepherd of Hermas 
we find numerous allusions, both literal and ideal, to 
most of the books of the New Testament, and espect- 
ally to the four gospels; but the allegorical or mystical 


character of the work, which consists of vistons, $1mih- 


tudes and precepts delivered by angels, did not any 
more than the Apocalypse require express or formal 
quotation. The epistles of Barnabas and Clement are 


_ full of Gaitations from the Old Testament and of 


frequent allusions to the New, which are of such a 
character, and made in such circumstances, as to have 
the value of quotations. Clement ascribes to Paul 
the First Epistle to the Cormthians, which Polycarp 
expressly quotes, as well as Paul's  epistles to the 
Philippians and Ephesians, the last of which Ignatius 
in his epistle to them attributes to the same Apostle. 


Polycarp and Ignatius, on the other hand, seldom 
either cite or refer to the Old Testament, but they 


frequently both quote and allude to the N ew, under 
the designation of © Holy Scriptures,” or © Sacred 
Writings,” and © The Gospel,” and © Apostles,” corre- 
sponding to © the law and the prophets ” of the Jewish 
nomenclature. 


2, The quotation formulas both of the Apostohec 
and post-Apostolic Fathers may be thus stated and 
classified and compared with one another, and specially 


with those of the New Testament. Among the 


E 
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earliest Fathers we find the following diversity of 


form *—* It is written;”” © God,” *The Lord,” or © The 
Gon of God,” * $a1d, or 8ays, or &hows;” © The Holy 
Spirit 8avs;” * The Holy Scriptures,” or © The Sacre 


of LEAR oo 


Word,” © show us;” © Paul,” or other writer, © says. 

The later Fathers use Substantially the <1Me marks of 
quotation +—* We read in the law;” © It is said in 
the gospels; ” © Christ Himeelf has sa1d;” © The Lord 


hath taught ns;” © The Lord says in the gospels; 
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not always interpreted on a principle correlative to 


the mode of their citation, . but in the following 


illustrative instances the form and the principle of the 
quotations are coincident. Most. of the literal cita- 
tions in particular are evidently hiterally or grammat- 
ically interpreted. This 1s evident from a comparis0n 
of the form of a passage with its application. Thus, 
Clement cites and interprets the Septuagint hterally, 
«© This is bone of my bones and flesh of my flesh.” 


And Barnabas, quoting the same vers1on, says, © Let us 


make man according to our image and our likeneas” * 
And even when the interpretation of a text does 
not answer to its form, and 1s altogether irrelevant, 
there is yet ample evidence of the recognition of 
certain principles, even 1n their misapplication. 


2, Substantial quotation. Here, as in the New 
Testament, we find the snbstance of a passage both in 


Sense and form combined in quotation. + Clement, 


54 and Ps. xxii. 1. Clem. 56 and Ps. cxl. 5, Clem. 56 and Job +.-17; 
26. Clem. 57 and Prov. 1. 23, 31. Bar. 4 and Tea. v. 21. Bar. 5 and 
Gen. L 26. Bar. 5 and Fs, xx1i. 21. Bar. 5 and Isa. 1. 6, 7. Bar. 6 
and Ts. xxii. 16, 18, Ps, cxviii. 12. Bar. 6 and Gen. i. 26, 28, Ezek. 
ui. 19. -xxxvi. 26. Bar. 6 and Jan. ii. 9. Bar: 6. and Pa. exvii. 
22, 24, Bar. 9 and Is. i. 2. Bar. 10 and Ps. 1. 1. LE: 11 and Jer. u. 
12, 13. Bar: 11 and Isa. xvi. 12. Bar, 11 and Iza. xxxiti. 16-18. Bar. 
11 and Ps. 1.-9-6. Bar. 12 and Ps. cix. 1. Bar. 12 and Ia. xlv. 1. 


Bar. 13 and Gen. xxv. 23.' Bar. 14 and Dent. ix. 12. Bar. 14 and TIsxa: 


xlii. 6, 7. Bar. 14 and Tsa. xlix:6; Tz: xi. 1, 2; Bar; 15 and Gen. 45:2 


_ (Heb.) Bar. 1Þ and Ps. 0g 2. Bar. 16 and Tea. Ixvi. 1, Te. 5, ad 


_ 
= 


Martyr 6 and Prov. x. 24. Ig. Martyr'2 and Lev, xxvi. 12. 
* Clem. 6 and Gen. u. 23.. Bar. 5 __ Gen. 1. 26. 
+ Clem. 3 and Deut. xxx11. 15. Clem, $ and Ezek. xxxiii. 11, Ezek. 


Eph. and Prov. ii. 84. Ig. ad Mag. 19 and -Prov. xvii. 17, Ig. 
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citing and applying to the Corinthian Church the 
wayward folly and ingratitude of Jeshurun or Israel, 
Says, © The beloved ate and drank and was enlarged, 
and waxed tat and kicked.” And Barnabas applies 
to the Judaising Christians of his time the words of 
the Lord to Moses on the mount, in reference to back- 
s11d1ng Israel, © Moses, descend quickly, for-thy people 
whom thou hast led out of the land of Egypt have 
transgressed the law.” * These instances may suffice 
to indicate the principle, but a detailed examination 
ot the whole class 1s necessary to clarity and confirm 
1t, Most of the cases are grammatically interpreted 
and justly apphed, but the gnostic or allegorical 
principle of interpretation occaslonally appears, esPect- 
ally in the writings of Barnabas, who declares that 
the good land of Canaan, flowing with milk and honey, 
denotes primarily the human nature of Christ, and 
next the renewed nature of Christians, so that the 
promise of Cannan was'a prophecy of Christ, for sclence 
XVIIL 90, Ezek. xxx111. 12. Clem. 14 and Prov. u. 21, 22. Clem. 13 and 
Jer. ix. 23, 24. Clem; 13 and Iza. Ixvi 2: Clem, 17 and Job L 1. 
Clem. 23 and Mal. iii. 1. Clem. 26 and Job xix. 26. Clem. 26 and 
Ps. iii. 6. Clem. 28 and Ps. cxxxvui. 7-10. Clem. 33 and Gen. 1. 26, 27. 
Clem. 43 and Num. xii. 7, .Clem. 52 and Exod. xxx1i. 7-9. Clem. 
53 and Exod. xxx11. 33, Bar. 2 and Ia. 1. 11-14, Jer. vu. 22, 23, Zech. 
Vu. 17, Ps. 1. 19: Bar. 3 and Isa. lviii. 4, 5, Ia. vi. 10. Bar. 4. and 
Exod. xxxii. 7, Deut. ix. 12. Bar. 5 and Ia. li. 5, Prov.1. 7. Bar. 5 
and Ps. xxil. 16: Bar. 6 and Tea. xxviii. 16, Ia. I. 8, 9, Isa.l. 7. Bar. 
6 and Ps. xxii. 21. Bar. 7 and Lev. xvi. 7, 10. Bar. F and Ps: xvu: 
45, Tsa. xxxiii. 10, Jer. iv. 4, Jer. vu. 2, Isa. 1. 10, Jer. ix. 25,26. Bar. 
10 and Deut. xiv., Lev. xi. 8. Bar.-11 and Ia. xlv. 2, 3. Bar. 12 and 
Ts. Ilxv. 2. Bar. 12 and Num. xxi. 9. Bar. 15 and Ta. 1. 18. 

* Clem. 3; Deut. xxx1i. 15 ; and Bar-+5- Deut. ix. 12, Exod. xxxu. 
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841d of it, © Hope in Jesus, who is about to be mani- 


fested in the flesh to you.” ©, 
F< 


3. Synthetic quotation is as frequent in the Fathers 


48 in the New Testament. F Two or more texts are 


conjoined or combined in one citation. Bometimes 


they stand simply in juxtaposition, sometimes in closest 
combination, Clement thus combines two passages 
from Moses, © Who am TI that thou sendest me? for 
I am of slow tongue, and of feeble speech.”} He de- 
clares the reward of good works by conjoining Isaiah 
with the Apocalypse, © For He foretells us, © Behold, 
the Lord cometh, and His reward 1s before Him, to 


render unto every one according to his own work.” '\. 


He proves chastisement, divine or human, to be salutary 
and a sign of the divine love by a combination: of texts 
trom David and Solomon, © For thus sayeth the Holy 
Word, © The Lord hath certainly chastised me, and 
hath not given me over unto death ; for whom the 


Lord loveth He chasteneth, and scourgeth every s80n 


whom He receiveth.' ” | 
We tind also that the-synthess 1s sometimes literal, 


* Bar. 6 and Exod. xxxu1i. 3. 


T Clem. 17 and Exod. ii. 11, Exod. iv. 10. Clem. 34 and Tsa. xl. 10, 


Rev. xxii. 12, Clem. 34 and Dan. vii. 10, Tsa. vi. 3, Clem. 56 and 
Ps. cxvi. 18, Prov. iii. 12. Bar. 2 and Jer, vii. 22, 28, Zech. viii. 17. 
Bar. 4 and Exod. xxx1. 18, Exod. xxxiv. 28. Bar. 6 and Exod. xxxili. 1, 
Lev. xx. 24. Bar. 9 and Gen. xiv. 14, Gen. xvii. 26, 27, Bar. 13 and 
Gen. xIviii. 9, 11. Bar. 18 and Gen. xv. 6, Gen. xvii. 5. Bar. 14 and 
Exod. xxiv. 18, Exod. xxxi.- 18. | 

+ Clem. 17 and Exod. ini. 11, Exod. iv. 10. 

$ Clem. 34 and Iza. xl. 10, Isa. Ixii. 11, Apoc. xxii. 12. 

|| Clem. 56 and-Ps. cxvii. 18, Prov, iii. 12. 
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at other times substantial, and sometimes merely para- 
phrastic.” But under all its forms it involves two 
important hermeneutical principles recognised by the 
Fathers. It assumes the unity of revelation not only 
in diversity but in development, which is the foun- 
dation of both synthetic and analogical mterpretation. 
These authors, amid occaslonal vagaries and even 
talse principles of interpretation, generally understood 
the unity of the economies, and also applied the facts 
and truths of ancient Scripture to the 1llustration or 
detence of corresponding evangehcal doctrines. Even 
onostic allegory, $0 prominent in Barnabas and others, 
in multiplying types and carrying analogy to ridiculous 
excess, recognises the unity of Scripture. 


4, Paraphrastic 1s 8mular to substantial citation, 
but more loosely rendered. Tt translates the sense of 
a passage without its form into another and generally 
a higher and more 1deal form.F Clement cites 1n this 


*. Clem. 29 and Num. xvii. 27, 2 Chron, xxx1. 14, 

+ Clem. 8 and Ps. cii. 1, Ts. i. 18, Jer. iii. 19, 22. Clem. 17 and 
Job xiv. 4, d. Clem. 18 and Ps. Ixxxvm. 21. _ Clem. 20 and Job 
XXXVI1ii. 11. Clem. 21 and Prov. xx. 27. Clem. 26 and Ps. xxvii. 7, Ps. 11. 
6, Job xix. 25, 26. Clem. 29 and Num. xviu. 27, 2 Chron. xxx1. 14. 
Clem. 32 and Gen. xxii. 17, Clem. 42 and Ta. Ix. 17. Clem. 50 and 
Ezek. xxxvii. 12, 13. Bar. 4 and Dan. vii. 24, Dan. vii. 7, 8. Bar. 6 
and Ia. viii. 14. Bar. 6 and Ezek. xi. 19, Ezek. xxxvi. 26. Bar. 6 and 
Ps. xli. 3. Bar..7 and Lev. xvi.. 7-10. Bar. 9 and Ps. xxxwm1. 13, Isa. 
x13, Jer-1v.-3, Jer. vii. 26. Bar. 9 and Gen. xvii. 26, 27, Gen. xiv. 14. 
Bar. 10 and Lev. iv. 1. Bar. 11 and Zeph. iii. 19. Bar. 11 and Ezek. 
xIvii. 12. Bar. 12 and Exod. xvii. 14. Bar. 13 and Gen. xlvui. 18, 19. 
Bar. 15 and Exod. xx. 8, Deut. v. 12. Bar. 15 and Jer. xvii. 24, 25. 
Bar. 16 and Isa. xlix. 17. Bar. 16 and Jer. xxv., Isa. v. Bar. 16 and 
Dan. ix. 24-27, Haggai ii. 6-10. Bar. 7 and Lev. xvi. 8, 10, 21. 
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way three paesages from the books Ly Pzalms and of 
Job, © For He somewhere sayeth, And Thou wilt raise 
me up, and I hall qonfess unto Thee.” * © And, I 
went to Sleep, and slept; I awoke for Thou art with 


me.” These texts are apphed wnproperly to prove 
the resurrection of .the dead, but the form of the 


citations 18 valid. The form may be correct and yet - 


the interpretation false, but not reversely. © And again 
Job says, And Thou wilt raisxe up my flesh, which 
has borne all these things.”+ Thus class of quotations 
is s0metimes $0 loose and vague that some critics refer 
them to the apocryphal books, but. the writers them- 
8elves declare them to be spoken by God Himself 
* 80mewhere, which shows that they were taken 
from Wkirs and made from memory. Sometimes 
we meet with a paraphrastic synthess of several texts, 
in which ail the freedom consistent with quotation 1s 
_ used as m the New Testament, and even when the 
citation 18 incorrect, both in form and sense, we have 

a recognition of the principle. In Barnabas we find 
Some 81gnal examples of 1dealistic quotation, especially 
his definition or des1gnation of azazel or the scapegoat. 
* Take two he-goats, good and like, and offer them, 
and let the priest offer the one goat for a holocaust, 
and let the other be * accursed.' ”"\ The one goat was 


 8t apart tor sacrifice or atonement, the other, or 


azazel, as both the derivation of the term and the 


a 


deseription of the function of the animal imply, was __ _ 


'©'ÞPs. iu. 5: Ps. xxil. 25. + Job xix. 26. 
+ Tov —Clem., 26 ; Ps, = 7 


& 


S £Tix&T&oT15, Bar, 7; Lev. xvi..S, 10, 21. 
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for removal or dismassal as the s1n-bearer, laden with 
the iniquities of the people, and consequently accursed 
of God. These animals, thus disposed of on the great 


day of atonement, were complemental types of Christ, 
our Sin-bearer, under the double but not divided 


aspects of atonement and remiss1on of s1n. 


5. Eclectic quotation- 18 a select extract from a 
pas8age instead of the whole. Nothing in citation can 
be more natural, appropriate, and expedient. - It con- 
tributes to the brevity, point, and force of a writer's 
argument. Barnabas thus analyses and cites two 
passages from the law and the prophet Isaiah : © Ye 
$hall have nothing either graven or molten for a god 


30 


to you; © and, © Who hath measured the heavens with 
a span, and the earth with the palm of the hand? Ts 
it not I?”* In the © Martyrdom of Ignatius,” an 
early writing, but not of the apostolic age, we find the 


martyr thus answering the Emperor by an excerpt 


| from the law : © Trajan aid, © Dost thou then carry in 


thyself the Cructtied? Ignatius sa1d, Yes, for it 
1s written, © 1 will dwell and I will walk among 


them.” ” + The citation and its interpretation are alike 


valid. 


6. The prospective prmcple of interpretation, espe- 


cially in its typical form, 1s carried to excess by thezts  __—__... 
Fathers, and particularty-by Barnabas, who finds types 


* Bar 12: Lev. xxmc 35. Rar 16:-tas xl 190 
+ Ig. Martyr 2 ; Ley; xxvi.-12, 2 Cor. vi. 16, 
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of the person and passion of Christ, and of the inst1tu- 


tions of the gospel, in almost everything connected 


with the ceremonial or ritual economy. Not only 
certain public persons and the public animal sacrifices, 
but the meat offerings themselves, and even the clean 
and unclean meats, were symbols both of present truths 
and of prospective Messianic benefits.  Contending 
with the Judaisers, who maintained : that Christians 
were bound to observe the law of Moses, he labours in 
$everal successive chapters to demonstrate by a tissue 
of frequently fantastic types, allegorically interpreted, 
that the ceremonial law was a transent shadow oft the 
new covenant. And, accordingly, we expect to find 1n 

| these writers typical prophecy, which 1s prophecy on 
the basis of type. On this principle most of their 
quotations of ancient prophecy were made. We recog- 
n1se hke citations 1n the New Testament as valid, and 
are bound to investigate and determine not only the 
tact but the form of the principle on which they are 
made, whether it. be typical or direct; but m patristic 
quotation the same 188nes are not at stake, and it is 
sSufticient for our purpose to find there the principle of 
Mess1amic prophecy. The Fathers. cite and apply the 
ame prophecies, and sometimes in the same way and 
on the same principles. In an uneritical age prin- 


ciples may be reahsed and acted on without having 


been made the objects of formal examination or of 
_ reflective consclousness. Philosophers, in the snccessful 
study both of matter and of mind, proceeded occasion- 


ally, and perhaps unconsciously, on inductive principles, 
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before Bacon published his Novum Organum, or 
Descartes his Metaphysics. The trequent difficulty 
ot determining the specific character of a Messianic 
prophecy and the principle on which 1t 1s interpreted 
in the New Testament, 1s felt to be still greater in the 
case of the Fathers, who carried the Mess1anic principle 
80 tar as to find prophecies of Christ in plain historical 
Statements, ch as the following, which Barnabas 
applies to the crucifixion of Ohrist : © All day long I 
have stretched out my hands to a people mcredulous 


and contradictory to my just way.” But all that our 


argument requires 1s evidence that ancient Scripture 
was interpreted by the Fathers as Messianic prophecy, 
whether direct or indirect. Barnabas apples distinctly, 
and apparently directly, to Christ the following pas- 
8ages :—* And again sayeth the prophet, He is placed 
like a strong stone for bruiing ; * and, © Behold I put 


into the foundations of Zion a stone, precious, elect, a 


corner stone, honourable,” © And, again, the prophet 


8ays, The stone which tþ2 builders rejected, the same 
has become the head of the corner.” 


Q 


* SECTION THIRD. 


We have found that the earliest Church Fathers 
distinctly quote, and generally even interpret, the O1d 


_Testament in the same way and on the same principles 
as the authors of the New Testament. - We shall next 


* Bax. 12 2 Jaa. Ixy. 2. 


RE + Bar. 6 ; Isa. vii. 14, Ia. xxvill. 16, Ps. cxvu. 12. 
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examine how these writers cite the New Testament, 
both gospels and epistles; and if we find that they are 
quoted in the same way as the ancient Scripture, we 
Shall obtain a double analogy, the basis of a double or 
cumulative argument in defence of New Testament 
quotation. 


1. Literal quotation appears upon the - forefront of 
all these writings. | Barnabas, citing a memorable say- 
ing of the Lord in the gospels, says, © Let us theretore 
- take care les we be found as 1t 1s written, Many are 
called, few are chosen.” * Polycarp says, * Do we not 
know that the saints shall judge the world? as Paul 
teaches.” F And again, © For I trust that ye are well 
exercised in the Holy Scriptures, as it is said, © Be angry 
and sm not; and let not the 8zun go down upon your 
wrath.” } Ignatius says, © The tree is manifest by its 
fruit.” 


2. Subktantial citation occurs frequently, and, whether 
made from memory or from the book, clearly shows 
that the Fathers, like the New Testament writers in 
their quotations from the Old Testament, and in their 
ditterent reports of the sayings of the Lord, paid more 
regard to the sense than to the mere form of Scripture. 


___ Polycarp in this way cites Paul, © According as He 


_ * Bar, 4; Matt. xx. 16. | T Foly. 11. 1 Cor, vi. £ 

 t Poly. 12; Eph. iv. 26. | | 
$ Ig. Eph. 14; Matt. xii, 33. See also Poly. 7; Matt. xxvi. 41. 

Poly. 1; 1 Peter i. 8. Poly. 2; 1 Peter iii. 9. Poly. 10; 1 Peter v. 5. 

_ Diog. ; 1 Cor. viii. 1. | | 
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hath promised us, that He will raise us up from the 
dead, and that if we walk worthy of Him, we shall 
also reign with Him.”* Tn the epistle to Diognetus 
we read, © Christ has taught us not to be solicitous - 
about raiment or food.”+ And of Christ it is aid, 
* He Himself took our Sins.” | 


3. Synthesis in quotation, involving the underlying 
principles of interpretation already indicated, pervades 
the Fathers.& Polycarp thus quotes in combination. 
8everal of our Lord's sayings—*< But remembering 
what the Lord said, teaching : © Judge not, that ye be 
not judged. Forgive, and ye shall be forgiven. Be 
merciful, that ye 'may obtain mercy. With what 
measure ye mete, it shall be meted to you again. 
And blessed are the poor, and they that are persecuted 
for righteousness' 8ake, for theirs 1s the. kingdom of 
God.”'” On the game principle Clement cites the same 
or s1m1lar passages in a different order. || 


4, Paraphrase in quotation, in a form as highly 
ideal as in the New Testament, 1s not uncommon in 
the Fathers, | Barnabas, in a passage which stands 


connected with the prospect of perilous times, citing 


* Poly. 5; 2 Tim. ii. 11, 12. See also Poly. 11 ; 2 Thess. iii. 15. 

+ Diog. c. ix. ; Matt.-vi. 25-31. + Diog. c. ix. ; 1 Peter ii. 24, 

S Poly. 2; Matt. v. 3, 7, 10, Matt. vii. 1, 2, Luke vi. 20, 86, 88. 

[| Clem. 1, 18 ; Luke vi. 86, Matt. vi. —49- 

7] Bar. 4; Matt. x. 82, -38, 38, 89, James iv. 7, 2 Tim. i1.19,. See 
also Bar. 7 ; Matt. xvi. 24, Clem. 23; James i. 5-7, 2 Peter iii, 4. 
Clew. 47 ; 1 Cor. i. 12. 
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the sense of several sayings of Christ) regarding cross- 
bearing, which implies the hatred agd avoidance of 


evil, xums up the whole in a paraplrase—* As the 


Son of God says, © Let us resist all iniquity, and hate 
it.” ” —This-quotation is a specimen of others of the 
8ame character, of which 1t may be 841d, © Ex uno 
_disce_omnes.” It may be compared with a similar 
citation in the Acts of the Apostles of a written or of 
* And to remember 


an unvritten 8aying of Christ 
the words of the Lord' Jezxns, how He sa1d, It 18 more 
blessed to give than to receivea® Both agree in 
their form, which 1s a paraphrase of Scripture, or, 1n 
the latter caxe, the citation of an oral tradition, but 
they differ in their formulas of quotation, and espe- 
cially in the tense of the verb. This difference of 
tens, however, which might appear to represent the 
one as a past oral utterance. of the Lord, the other as 
a written and present saying, gives no support to the 
mythical theory of Strauss, which denies the proper 


= 


date of the gospels, because we find the same tenses 


1 


interchanged In the quotations made by the Fathers 
- 
from both the ()] | and New Tezxtaments + 


5. Alluzon 1s of even more 1nterest and importance 


IN connectign With patrisf1e than with Scr1 ;pture quota- 
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references is less valuable. The quotations made by 
the Fathers are generally less. definite, both in their 
| formulas and forms, and more in need of the support 
| of reliable allusions, Lardner and others, without any 
reason ass1gned, have employed these terms indiscrimi- 
nately as of equal value. But 1t 1s evident that they 
are formally, if not alway really different, and of differ- 
ent apologetic value, There are three forms and grades 
of allusion in the New Testament and in the Fathers 


general, special, and literal; to the general idea, to 


the substance, and to the exact form of the text, the last 
of which only can be aid to be tantamount to a formal 
quotation. But even im the winding maze of alluson 
a guiding principle may be snpphed. Ionatins expe- 
cally alludes in. all these forms to the gospels, which 
he styles in their unity © the gospel. He also alludes 
to the Epistle to the Ephevians, which he calls Paul's, 
as Clement does the First Epistle to the Cormthians, 
We may theretore lay 1t down as a general rule—that 
allusons, elsewhere tound as formal citations, or made 

LB RR T oo TERTEE 3 3 is 
to documents Y t1ch Can Ue ULTHEDTWisze Pproveul LO have 
? | 4 
had contemporaneous exixtence, and to have. been 
known and accepted by. the writers, rise expecially 1n 
their hteral form to the value of express quotations. 

1.) We may here review the ground traversed on 
the field of patristic literature and the rexults gaimed. 
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Ignatins. We have followed the Syriac version, which 
contains three only of this number, the epistles to the 
Ephesians, to the Romans, and to Polycarp, which are 
unquestionably authentic and authoritative evidence 
not only of the authenticity of the New Testament, but 
of the way in which the Fathers cited 1+. 

We have found a progress1on in the quotation for- 
mulas, according to which the authors or the books of 
the New Testament are more frequently and more 
distinctly named in the later than in the earher 
Fathers. There is a gradual advance from the general 
to the particular, from the citation of Scripture to some 
particular writmg or writer, This 1s accompamied by 
a corresponding clearness and fullness of the forms of 
quotation, which a s1milar exammation of the post- 
Apostohe Fathers would show to be also progresslve. 
"Throughout these formulas and forms are the same in 
kind but different in degree. Both are closely con- 
nected and Ullustrated by a smilar parallel in the 
nomenclature of the evangelical writings. The term 
gospel 18 apphed m the New Testament, in Church 
history, and in modern use to the whole doctrine of 
grace or of Christ in the Christian revelation. Now, 
as the writings of the evangelists were produced 
Separately, at different times, and by different writers, 
they would doubtless be called, as they were Severally 
known and accepted, gosprts ingly, such as Matthew's 
or Mark's Gospel. But we have nowhere any ancient 
historical evidence or indication that only a single one 
of the four gospels was in use or was known to exist 


PATRISTIC QUOTATION. 81 
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$eparately.* The Churches are represented as possess- 


ing the entire collection of the four gospels, which, 
with special reference to their internal character as a 


fourfold revelation of grace, were firs styled, © The. 


Gospel,” and then subsequently, and more specifically, 
with regard to their external unity as a collection, 


* The Gospels,” or, © The Holy Quaternion of the Gos- 


pels,” and © The Memoirs of Chit.” 


It is also evident that not only the variety of allu- 


810ns in the New Testament and m the Fathers, but 
also occastonally the form of the quotations, are due to 
memory. Copies were scarce both of the Old and 
New Testaments, which were more in men's minds 
than in their hands. The use of memory may have 
also led to the occavtonal confuston of tradition with 
Scripture, observed especially in Barnabas, and to the 
quotation of the Apocrypha as authoritative. 

(2.) We have also seen that the Fathers of the apos- 
tolic era interpreteT Scripture on substantially the 
same rational principles as the authors of the New 
Testament, except the vicious method of allegorising, 
with which some of them were tainted, the result of 
the application of Oriental philosophy to Christianity. 
The errors of Barnabas 


an Apostohc Father, contem- 
porary with Ignatius and Polycarp, 1t not an apostolic 
man, the Barnabas of Scriptare—pranztromthe abuse 
of -a right principle, the symbolic or typical, -con- 
Spicuous im Scripture, and garried to excess in the 


8ymbolism of the East. It 1s also worthy of notice 


* Olzhausen, Comment. on Goepels. Introduction. 
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- that this writer, whose name reveals his nationality, 


zometimes cited, like the inspired writers, the Hebrew 
rather than the Septuagint, the common source of 
quotation. Tn both cases this was done þbecause 1t 
best answered the purposes of the writers. 
(8.) We even find a paralle] between New Testament 
and patristic quotation in those more doubtful and 
difficult instances which are nowhere formally found, 
the source of which we must either seek in the 8ub- 
stance of Scripture, or in tradition, or 1n-special reve- 
lation. The following citation of Barnabas, already 
adduced——< As. the Son of God hath said, * Let us 
resist all miquity, and hate 1t ' "—seems to embody 
the. substance of several texts; while Luke's notice of 
the s8ignal saying of the Lord, © It is more blessed to 
oive than to receive,” * rather appears to be one- of | 
those traditional and well-known words of Jesus which 
were to0 numerous to be recorded. The only citation 
ot any sort in Hermas 


** The Lord 1s mich to them 
that turn to Him, as 1t is written in Heldam and 


- Modal, who prophesied to the people in the wilder- 


ness '—1s evidently taken from a written tradition, 
though the same sentiment pervades the Pentatench.+ 
Jude's citation of a prophecy of Enoch regarding the 
coming ot the Lord, not found in Seripture, was 
derived either from the apocryphal book of Enoch, 
which 1s a written tradition, or from direct revelation.? 


+ 
We wm _up these observations by repeating that 
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the canonical” writers and the Fathers substantially 


agree m their torms of citation, and that the differ- 


ence of their principles of interpretation and applica- 
tion confirms the. authority of the former, and finds 


its proper explanation only in the differential principle 


_ of 1nspiration. 


SECTION FOURTH. 


Corresponding forms of citation might be reproduced 
in order from the ante-Nicene Fathers, such as Justin 


Martyr, the great apologist of Chnstiamity, Irenzus of 
Lyons, Theophilus of Antioch, and Clement and Origen 


of Alexandria; but as their evidence does not bear 80 
directly as that of the Apostohc Fathers on a collateral 


department of our- subject, the authenticity of the 


books of the New Testament, we merely submit for 
examination a table of reference.” Tt is evident that 
the prosecution of the method of adducing instances 
throughout the long line of the post-Nicene Fathers, 
Eastern and Western, Greek and Latin, the latter of 


whom cited the . Vulgate, which 1s the verston--of a 


vers10n, downwards -to the- scholastic writers, and on- 


* Substantial Quotation—as TJustin Apol. i. p. 75 ; Luc. i. 31. Just. 
Dial. p. 64 ; John xiv. 24+ Just. Dial. p. 301 ; Matt. xxv.-41. Iren. 
Her. lÞþ.-11.-c.-4; Acts xv. 39, and xvi. 8-11. Iren. hb. L c. 16; 


-2 John 10, 11. Theoph. Autoly. lib. iii..; Rom. xiii. 7, 8. Theoph. Aut. ' 


lib. iii. ; Matt. v. 28, 44. 


Paraplras—dJust. Dial. p. 316 ; John 1. 20, 27, Clem. Alex, Strom. 


lib. i. p. 346 ; Matt. vi. 39, Pad. lib. ui. p. 100 ; John vi. 53, 54. Strom. 


lib. iv. p. 311 ; Phil ty. 5. 


84 PRINCIPLES OF NEW TESTAMENT QUOTATION. 


wards to the Reformation and to modern times, were 
a task tedious and almost interminable. But we also 
find in these Fathers and schoolmen the same forms of 
quotation as in the New Testament and the earlicst 
Fathers, accompanied with a growing tendency or gra- 
dual progress towards more literal or formal exactness. 
A Kempis renders the Vulgate of Job, © Malitia est 
vita hominis 8wper terram,” thus, © Tentatio est vita 
humana super terram.” He combines and cites two 
passages from Ezekiel in this torm— Vivo ego, dctt 
Dominus, qui nolo mortem peccatoris, sed magis ut 
convertatur et vivat, quoniam peccatorum $UOrum non 
recordabor amplius, sed cuncta sibi indulta erunt.” * 
The following passage, © Iniquitates mee snpergresse- 
Sunt-. caput meum et $1cut onus grave gravate gunt 
SUPer me, 1s thus condensed and quoted by Aquinas, 
* Imquitates mee aggravate sunt swper me.”f It 1s 
also clear that the rationale of the forms of quotation 
ies mainly in these two pervading and regulating 
principles—the purpose of the writers, whether strictly 


demonstrative or merely didactic, or even devotional, 


and the accessibility of the sources of quotation. 
Hence, when their object was logical, their citations 
were more literal; when merely didactic, they were 
.more free ; while the rarity of copies of the Scriptures, 
prior to the completion or recognition of the New 
Testament Canon, and the multiplication and circula- 


3X by Im . o es - . (-"M "TAG +» » 
A Kem. lib. 1. cap. 13; Job vu. 1. Lib.iv. cap. 7 ; Ezek. xxxiii. 11, 
Ezek. xviuii. 22. 


T.Aquin. in Matt, cap. 6 ; Ps. xxxviii. 4. 
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tion of the Divine Oracles, threw them back, in a 


_ great meagure, on their memories, which were satn- 


rated with Scripture. And, accordingly, the learned 
and devout Calvin, m his numerous letters, lately 
edited by Jules Bonnet, cites the Scriptures at once 
for the same purposes and in the same manner as the 
Fathers and the authors of the New Testament. He 
quotes the Epistle to the Romans thus : © Paul, 
treating of charity, does not forget that we ought to 
weep with those that weep.” * The well-known text, _ 
*T know in whom I have belevyed,” he thus para- 
phrases,, without naming the author or the epistle : 
* Yqu cay say, with that valiant champion of Jesus 
Chrjst, ©I know from whom I have Peceived my 


faith. + His third letter is full of allusons, but does 


not contain a single formal citation.} The letters of 
Samuel Rutherford, in more modern times, written mn - 
gular circumstances, exhibit hke forms of quotation. 
He thus cites the substance of the well-known text of 
the Christian life : © I live no more, but Christ liveth 


in me.” He also xelects and alters the tense of the 


verb of a sentence from a passage in the Palms, © I 
bless the Lord ,vho gave me counsel.” in hke manner 
he says that Christ's saints bear, © as the apostle saith, 
the remnants or leavings of the cross.” The follow- 
ing citation 1s a synthesis of several passages : * Thank 
_ * Calvin's Letters, vol. 1..p. 295 ; Rom. xu. 15. : 

+ Letters, vol. L p. $89 ;. 2 Tim. 1. 12. See also Calv. . Sacs. Þ. 8, 
Gal. iii. 97; t- Cor; x1-1+3-—and--p;-10,-Ps.-exix.-10, Ps.-cxi.:1-;-p..164, 
John vi.. 56 ;- p. 178, 1 Cor. x1.-27, 27. 2 | 


+ Letters, P. 982. K S Letters, Þ. 196 ; Gal. 11. 20, 
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your God, who <aith, © T have the keys of hell and of 
death —lT Kill, and I make alive. The Lord bringeth 
down to the grave and bringeth up.' ””* Thexe 
numerous but short letters, written in prison to friends 
for devotional and hortatory purposes, are full of 
formal citations, most 'of which are hteral and of 
literal allusions equal to quotations. Owen, in his 
dogmatic and apologetical writings, cites the Scrip- 
tures 1m the same way. In the following catation 
the form of the original text is slichtly altered, 
but the eubstance remains : © He hath also committed 
all judgment unto Him, that all men might honour 
Him, even as they honour the Father.” He thus 
paraphrases the P! rinciple of legal obedience, © Do and 
live;” and the principle of the legal curse, © Cursed be 
eVery transgress0r. PI We find als0 that philosophers. 
as well as theologians follow the same mode of quota- 
tion. Bacon, the father of inductive PRECncpay: and 


OE _ | 1: = * AA be > A. br. 
tino InE between the scholastic philos ophers 


 & 


and thoke of the 'Retormation, .thus freely renders 
Christ's regly to the captious Pharizees, © The phy- 
1can approaches the S$1ck rather than the whole.” \ 
The learned and accurate Grotins. cites Paul in the 
former of the following passages almost exactly, but in 
the latter quite loosely : «© For 1t we belteve that Jezxus 


died and rose again, even $0 them that Are asleep Will 


* Letters, Þ. 260; Rev. L. 18, Deut. xxx11. 39, Pe. xxii. 15. 


Owen's Ezsays, p. 142, Jobn v.-21-27 ; and p.'250, 1 Jc bn iii. 2. 
Owen's Exzavs, p. 44, with Gal. uw. 12 —_ Gal. iii. 10 ; and 


QUOTATION OF THE CLASSICS. ""Y 


God bring with Him; ” and, © All things fall out for 
the best to those who purely worship God.” * The 
celebrated Butler not only, quotes occasionally from the 
original 1nstead of from the authorised vers1on, but 
als) modines and adjusts the passage . cited to his 
_ own text.+ We $hall merely add that similar forms 
ot citation pervyade the secular and rehgious productions 
of the modern pen, press, and. pulpit. 


SECTION FIFTH. 


1. But it 1s more pertinent to our subJect to notice 
the way in which the philosophers, medizval and 


modern, cite the Greek and Roman clazsics. Tavy's 


— 


character ot Scip1o Africanus, © Memoraþayor prima 


pars vite quam postrema fuit,” 1s thus Pataphrased 


by Bacon, © Ultima primis cedebant.” 7 Fhe ame 
writer's. eulogy of Marcus Porcius Cats, © In. hoc viro 
tanta vis animi ingeniique fuit, ut quocunque loco 
 natus exset, fortunam sibi Ipse facturus. fuisse vide- 
retur, ' he qUOLES 81 bstantially, *© In hoc viro ta nta VIE 
Anim et ingenu inerat, ut quocunque loco natus esset_ 
Sibi ipse fortunam facturus videretur.”\ In the same 
way Spartian s account ot the life of Se ptimus Severus, 


© Juventutem egit errortbus, imo furoribus, paenam, 


4 — | . . _— z y y . 2 A 
* Grottus, Epis. Consol ; 1 Thess. iv. 14, Rom. vil. 28. | 
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FT. Analogy, part 1. cap. 2, an 25S 11. cap. 4 ; Prov. 1.20, 1 Feter 
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. furorum nonunquam et criminum habuit. 
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is thus altered and rendered, © Juventam plenam 


93 35 


This is the - connecting link between eccles1astical 


and classical citation, both of which exhibit the two 


general principles of scriptural quotation, the literal _ 
and the loose. We meet with hike citation formulas | 
as—*© Apud Virgihum,” © Apud Livinm,” © Ut att 


. . R | oa: | | 
Cicero,” © Horatius fingil,” © Quale est Sallustn,” © In 


tertio de Oratore ita Scriptum est,” © Cicero ad Brutum 
dicit,” © Homerus ait.” + G 

The citations themselves are generally hteral, but 
often free. Neither the classical historians, nor even 
the classical poets cite each other with verbal ACCUIAcy. 
In the case of the latter, the prosody is certainly 
always preserved, but the words are sometimes altered, 
a word of the same quantity being put for another. 
Quintihan, the rhetorician, $ubstitutes 1n citing the 


following line of Virgil num for nunci— 


4 


” Num quis te, juyenum contidentiss1me ! ” 
In another citation we find me for 9unc— 
* Hen, que me tellus, inquit, queme zquora poszunt accipere ?” 
In the tollowing passage— | £ 


* Addunt in spatia, et frustra retinacula tendens,” 


* Essays, p. 94; Spart. Vit. Sev. .P. 144; Virg. An. xii. 600. 
Advance. of Learn. p. 2 ; Tac, xiii, 3, Exays, p. 95 ; Cic. Brut. 95. 

+ Quint. lib. ix. 1; Cie. de'Oratore, lib. iii. 53, Quint.: lib. xi. 1 :; 
Cie. de Orat. lib. iii. 55. 


+ Quint. ub. is. p. 136 ; Virg. Georg. iv, 445. 
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we find in Virgt— 
«© Addunt se in spatia, frustra retinacula tendens.”* 


Such instances of quotation from the poets by poets, 


EE, philosophers, and historians might be multiplied. 
| | Even Quintihan, who dealt with words and discussed 
\\ Sentences, reckoned 1t sufficient 1n citing poetry to 
| ' retain the 8ense and to maintain the integrity of the 


verge. In the same anthor we have this formal 
citation from Cicero ad Brutum, © Nam eloquentiam, 
que admirationem non habet, nullam judico.'fF In. 
all the extant letters of the Roman Orator to Brutus 
this quotation is nowhere formally to be found, but 
we find the substance of it in the following passage, 
regarding the eloquent Messalla : © Cave enim, ex1s- 
times, Brute, . . . ub eloquentia, qua mirahilter 
excellit, vix 1n eo locum ad laudandum habere vide- 
atur.” | 


2. We conclude the subject of analogous quotation 
by a reference to written reporting, between which and 
written citation there 1s a real agreement with a formal 

_ differenice. The latter is the reproduction of a record 
or text, the former of a speech. Both agree in repro- 
ducing the snbstance or sense of the writing or utter- 
ance. Reporting, therefore, is analogous to quoting, 

*-Quint-tib-ix-p 15; Virg An. ii. 69. Lib. viii. p. 76; View, 
Georg. 1. 513, Also Quint. hb. vm. p. 98; Virg: u. 041. Hor, Epis. 


ad Pison. ; Hom. Odyss, IÞ. 1. 


+ Quint. 1iþ. yu. cap. 3. 


+ Cic, ad Þrutum, 1b. 1. epis. 15. 
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' fulfilling the same conditions. Hence the Old Testa- 


ment reports of the same communications, whether 
made directly or indirectly, and whether to the mind Or 
to the ear, formally vary but substantially agree, as 
may be een by comparing Deuteronomy with Exodus 
and FE The ten words, indeed, are neither a 

quotation nor a report, but a copy of the original text, 
written by the finger of God on tables of stone. And 
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law gives a 


_ 


versi0n of the fourth CME A?  Aifuring IN 
Sore particulars from the original form 1 Exodus, 
and forming the basis of a new and special admo- 
nition.” The different reports in the gospels of the 


Sayings of the Lord vary in form while they agree 


In sense, Even the grand Sermon on the Mount, 


Ie i EE Eo Kos Ea 
Once On recoracd, mAY. NO; 08-16 very Words 
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and municipal specches and military despatches, and of 


the sayings and songs of their gods and heroes, with 


CC 33 


* guch prefaces as. *1ta,' © in hunc . modum, - © ge, 


* ouTws. On vuch occasions truthful representation, 
and not verbal accuracy, was all that was required or 


Sought, 


PART IV, 


—— 


THE FORMS OF QUOTATION. 
SECTION Finer. 


1. WE have already found five distinct forms of quo- 
tation in the New Testament from the Old. Woe have 
als discovered S1ubstantially the same forms not only 
in the Old Testament, in $0 far as the authors of 1t cite 
each other, but also in the earher and later Fathers of 
the Church, and throughout the long and dreary reign 
of scholasticism, downwards to the Reformation. We 


have also seen that the theologians and philosophers of - 


the reforming period and of more modern times hike- 
wise cite both the Scriptures and the classical authors 
in the same way as the New Testament. We have 
traced similar forms of citation from the prose and 
even from the poetry of the class1cs themselves. And 


we concluded by noticing the point of contact between 


quotation and relation, both in sacred and secular 
literature. We observed that these five forms might 
be reduced to two general classes, literal and loose, of 


—whch the others were Tess or more modifications and 


combinations. We also found a gradual progress to- 
wards more exact quotation, as either the subject or the 
object of the authors dictated, or as their cireumstances 
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made it available. Literal citation 1nay be regarded 
as the normal form, but the other forms are equally 
employed, and tor s1milar reasons—the requirements, 
purposes, and facihties of the writers. And in making 
their citations the authors of the New Testament and 


the Fathers generally preferred the Septuagint, not only 


because its forms of thought or phraseology were more 
suitable to. the conceptions and objects of most of the 
writers, but because of the general prevalence of the 
Greek language and its pecuhar capability of containing 
the new ideas of Christianity. 

The various attempts of learned critics to account 
for 8uch forms of citation are quite inadequate. The 
frequent allegation of Olzhausen and others, that the. 
looser forms are wholly due to memory, 1s contrary to 
evidence. Both the evangelists and the apostles in 
their epistles directly quote sometimes from the Hebrew, 
Sometimes from the Greek, and at other times from 
neither, according to the requirements of their subject. 
It is still more significant that when they exactly follow 
neither text, they verbally agree 1 many of their cita- 
tions; a coincidence which cannot be accounted for by 
quotation from memory.” Tt is evident that as similar 
forms' pervade alike all Sacred and. Secular literature 
they must stand or fall together, It also follows that 
the attempts of certain learned Oriental scholars to 


—reconcle New Testament quotation with the Hebrew 


text, on the basis of the various readings, or of the 


* Matt. xi. 10, Luke vii. 27, Mark i. 2, with Mal. ii. 1. 1 Peter ii. 6 
with Rom. ix, 33. FO He 
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different senses of which the text is susceptible, whether 
read in its own or in the light of certain cognate 
dialects, though occasionally successful, are utterly 1n- 
adequate to explain the whole phenomena. On several 
passages ol Scripture, indeed, they cast a shade of light 


$ignificant of alterations or applications, which scarcely 


affect the integrity much less the sense of the text ; 
but they neither account for all the citations of Scrip- 
ture, nor for the other analogous forms already adduced, 
especially the classical questions, which certainly cannot 
be traced to a slavish subservience to scriptural pre- 
cedent. All 8wch madequate attempts as8ume as 
legitimate, and endeavour to 1mpose a yoke of literalism 
too heavy for our fathers and for us to bear. This 


"PTS "A wn Y 
maxim of Horace must be our guiding principle — 


* Nulhus addictus jurare in verba magistri.,”* 


2. It is, therefore, evident, under all the conditions 
of the problem, that the sﬆfatus questionts must be 
determined or defined in the light of the general facts 
ot quotation, In this view the question is not how 
any citation may have been made, whether from the 
book or from memory; nor its source, whether the 
Hebrew Text or the Greek version ; nor even whether 
1t be literal or loose. These are questions of snbordi- 
nate importance, which by themselves neither deter- 
mane nor. vindicate the principles of New Testament 
citation, We must take our standard of quotation 
not from abstract ideas of what is proper but from 


* Hor. ad Mrmzcen. lib. 1. 14. 
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facts which 'ﬆRow that 1t consists 1n. the adequate 
representation or reproduction of the truth of the cited 
text, The questions, therefore, involved in the discus- 
$100 and defence of principles are the following :—Ts 
proper citation posstble on snch principles? - Has it 
been realised in New Testament quotation ? Ts the 
sense of the cited Scripture fully or faithfully rendered ? 
Do the quotations adequately reproduce that phase of 
the text which swted the writer's snbject- or object ? 
In discussing such questions we must keep in view two 
considerations of importance. As the forms of these 
citations involve a corresponding sense or construction 
_ of the text, all quotations must be examined and 
vindicated mn the hght of the prncples which regulate 
both their form and sense, which imply all the ordi- 
nary and available resonrees and methods of biblical 
exegesls. We must als)» remember that no theory can 
be accepted as sufficient which 1s not in harmony with 
the facts ot all quotation, They must be all alike 
defended on the same rational principles and consider- 
ations, which are presumed to have determined their 
. form and sense. The quotations of the New Texta- 
ment, for which we claim no Special privilege on the 
ground of its character, must be defended on the 
principles of reason and not of inspiration. 


8. The hteral may be regarded as the normal] or 
highest form of quotation, but it were manifestly absurd 
on all grounds to deny the formal valdity of the other 
subordinate forms which are found in Scripture. We 


N hems, 
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must not assume that verbal accuracy 1s the end, and 


therefore the test, of all citation, and thereby reject 
or except the less exact forms already advanced. We 
mast rather assume in any attempt at vindication that 
the literary object of all quotation, sacred and secular, 
is to. reproduce the correct sense rather than the exact 
form of the cited text. If this principle be 1gnored, 
the true relation. of words and ideas is subverted, and 
the proper use of language misconcetved ; truth 1s made 


gu bordinate to form, and sense to sound. These forms . 


may be defended as legitimate on several grounds. We 


might take upxin order, and examine singly under 
their several categories, the whole of the New Testa- 
ment texts, &17/ determine whether they realise the 
proper 1dea of quotation. *Phis, which has been already 
partially done 1n connection. with the more difficult 


citations, may be found fully, if not finally, executed in 


Several works of bibhcal exegesis. The object, how- 


ever, of this work is not formally to examine these 
quotations one by one and to harmonise them with 
their sources, but to deduce and to defend the prin- 
ciples on which this 1s to be done, and to give both 
| the logic of quotation and its logical apphcation to 
Christian exegesls and apologetics. 
We begin, therefore, our vindication of these forms 
by the question, Are the looser or freer forms mani- 
_festly incompatible with proper citation ? _ Are they 


prima face madequate or insufficient to represent, 
according to the design of the writer, the primary or 


the| secondary sense of a passage, the principal or any 
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$ubordinate 1dea of the cited text? We must answer 
in the negative unless we are prepared to maintain 
that literal citation only | 1s valid, and that all the other 
forms, 80 closely woven into the tisxue of all literature, 
Sacred and protane, are illegitimate. But we further ak 
In what respect are such forms insufficient ? Is 1t not- 
Suthcient to render the substance of both the sense and 
the form of a text? or to 1dealise and paraphrase a pas- 
8420? or to extract irom a text a s1ngle sentence or thread 
of sentiment appropriate to the writer's text or objech ? 
or to represent the combined sense of several 41milar 
passages ? Accordingly, we find 8uch forms of citation _ 
actually employed by writers of different ages and. of 
distant countries, writing 1n - different languages, on 
various 8ubjects and 1n various stages of civilization... 
We must consider the logical value of this where” 
fact, and not allow preconceived 1deas of what const1- 
tutes proper quotation to neutralhise or to weaken its 
force. We must accept and examine” quotation in all 
its extent, as we find it in general literature as well as 
in the New Testament. The general adoption, there- 
fore, of 8uch modes of citation by writers of all ages 
and stages of intellectual development, mus: be re- 
carded as rational or logically right. The scholastic 
maxim, as a test of truth, 1s applicable here, © Quod 
-$emper,-quod-ubique, quod ab omnibus eredivam furt,———— ES: $3 
Quotation which adequately represents the sense of a 
passage the general consent of the intellectual world 
declares to be founded on reason. Involving univer- 
Salty, One of the tests of even a necessary truth, 1, 18 
G 
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the testimony of human reason to the validity of: 8uch 
forms. They cannot be traced to mental peculiarities 
or to moral prejudice. And though they cannot be 
ascribed to fundamental or necessary laws of the 
human mind, which, like the general forms of human 
thought and language, must be followed, they com- 


_— mend themselves to human reason as being in the. NO - 


cireumstances valid forms of citation. 

Consequently, objections made to Scripture quota- 
tion, being equally applicable to all quotation, not only 
violate the analogy of facts and conflict with the 
general judgment of mankind, but prove too much, 
and therefore prove nothing. 


4, But the general use of such principles of quota- 
tion proves them to be, not only just, but highly— 


. expedient, or s$wtable to the cireumstances of their 


application. As applied to the text of Scripture, they 
play the part of the raindrops which unfold to our 
admiring gaze in the rainbow the manifold and rich 


colours of the pregnant hight. They show the various 


torms which divine truth can assume, more wonderful 
and more s1gniticant than any fabulous transformations, 
without any loss or even change of its internal char- 


er, They reveal a diversity in unity, and a higher 


_ beauty mn the divine word than appear in the material 
world anyw here. They are keys wich open ha - 


Scripture cabinet, and display the gems and jew els 
which lie encased there, to be examined and employed 
to adorn the temple of the living God. They enabled 
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the inspired writers to apply the Scripture, not only to 
the form and colour of their own text, s0 as to become 
the weft of 1ts warp, and to present a particular aspect 
of their subject, but also to suit their special object, 
whether - demonstration, or doctrine, or admonit1on. 


All. then” otecls Were Bore SUIKMNY BOCOINpURDEG UF... 
a transformation or verbal adaptation of the form of 


the text, than by an application of it which left its 
form unaltered and its sense less perspicuous. All 
Scripture, being theopneustic, 1s thus more clearly seen 
to be profitable ho the manifold wants of humanity.” 
Such considerations of expediency not. only afford a 

pyinciples .of quotation, but a better 
the alternate and apparently capricious 


explanation 0 


use and disuse of the Septuagint in citation, than can 


be found in any known analogical relations or s8piritual 
principles. Woe do not tind that this celebrated vers1o0n 
is used or disused, according to its agreement or dis- 
agreement with the Hebrew. On the contrary, 1t 1s 
alternately used when it differs from the original, and 
disused when 1t agrees with 1it.F But ut the spectfic 
object of the writers was to exhibit the ftulness of 
Scripture, or to present 16 under a particular form tor 
a special . purpose, such irregularity was not only 
natural, but necessary, both in regard to the Septuagint 
and the Hebrew, between which, in this respect, there 
is no difference, This is, however, rather a mere 


literary curiosity in 1tself, than a question of principle, 


as affecting the mspiration.and authority of Scripture 


* 2 Tim. ji. 16, 17, © # Matt xxvii. 9, 10, and John xv. 25. 
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except when the Greek version faithfully renders the 
Hebrew, to which we advert in the proper place. 


5, These principles of quotation, thus vindicated on 
grounds both of reason and utility, may be applied in 
proof of the justness of the citations themselves. 


the principles on which they are made be right and 
defensible, it will follow that the quotations are pro- 
bably - or presumptively correct representations of the 
cited text or truth. A right principle may, mdeed, 
be misapplied, but a just form of thought or principle 
of reason, tends to regulate and determine its own 
apphecation. We would, therefore, expect to find these 


quotations to be substantially correct, merely on the 


a priori ground of the principles on which they are 


made. And if they can be further shown, on & posterio7s 


grounds, by a critical analysis of their character, to 


realise the proper and proposed idea of quotation, we 


neea not, in the present unsettled and mn " con- 


dition of biblical ceriticizm, be either startled or stag- 


gered by a few apparcat anomalies or discrepancies, 


much less propound or parade them as misquotations 
and palpable disproofs of the inspiration and authority 
of the New Testament. Thus, the different forms of 


quotation afford us inductive principles, which we may 


carry - 11 our minds _ and apply as keys to asﬆst_ in. 


unlocking the mysteries of the several forms. And if 
In any instance they prove madequate, reas0n requires 
us to review our principles, rather than condemn _ the 


citations as maccurate. And since the forms of £0 
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many can be explained and vindicated, we may con- | 
clude that others, not yet solved, are $t1ll not 1nsoluble. 
We would merely add that any remaining difficulties 
may be solved, or at least objections be silenced, by the 
following considerations. The generally recognised 


 Hevrew text may not be 1n every instance genuine, or }. 


tne original text of Scripture. We have ample evi- 
dence of its general integrity, but not of its absolute 
verbal accuracy or identity, as the authorised recens1on 
of 80mMe ancient prophet or inspired apostle. The 
various readings of ancient Scripture, though they 
neither attect the substance of revelation- nor the prin- 
ciples of quotation, certainly solve some of its formal 
divergencies artsing from the s1milarity of letters, which 
have occastonally been interchanged.” Begides, we 
ought to make the same allowance for occaslonal 
obscurity 1n the sense of the ancient Scriptures as of 
the ancient class1cs, on the text of: which we expend 
endless time and toil of reviston and translation, rather 
than convict the authors of absurdity, of false prosody, 
or of improper 1diom. The candour and cantion, also, 
of true philosophy torbid & priory conclustons and 
precipitate judgments, founded on a narrow basis of 
evidence; and require us to await fresh elements of 
80lution here, as in all scentific difficulties, seeming 
anomales, and even contradictions. No existing hterary 


or philosophical or scentific system, nothing but the 


_ exact sciences themselves, can abide the crucial test of 


* Comp. Kaka xi, 41, with Hab.1i. 5; and the Heb. of Ps. xix. 13, 
with Sept. | 
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perfect harmony or self-consistency, from the abnormal 
phenomena of physical science upwards, to the apparent 
contradictions of natural and revealed theology, the 
anomalies of moral science, and the antinomies of 
rational philosophy. There are many things on earth,. 


as well as in heaven, not yet written down 1n our 
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must be shown that the apostles reasonably interpreted 
what the. prophets reasonably wrote. Revelation, 
though not the outcome of reason, but founded on 
the basis of a divine delivery, direct or mdirect, 

Supernatural facts and doctrines, must be rationally ex- Ye 
pounded, and all principles of inte rpretation, be rat10n- 
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text, whether an abstract principle or a formulated 
creed of the Church, or even a concrete truth of Serip- 
ture. The neglect of this condition of all sound 
interpretation accounts for much of the partial, party- 
coloured, and perverse exegesis by which Scripture has 
been disfigured and defamed. 


2. The grammatical principle is the first law of all 
interpretation, and though it may appear self-evident, 
and in no need of vindication, it has been widely con- 
troverted and counteracted. It 1s equally apphcable 
to literal and to tropical texts, both of which are to be 
interpreted grammatically, according to the proper 
8ense of the words 1n the circumstances. This sense, 
whether hteral, tropical, or typical, 1s always one and 
not many, even when it combines two correlated and 
analogous though disparate subjects. It 18 one even 
when twofold, with a double reference to two similar 
Subjects, and not double, both literal and figurative, 
and therefore the principle of mterpretation is also 
one, the philological or grammatical, and not double, 
both literal and allegorical. Otherwise, on any other 
method of interpretation, if this first principle of 
- language were violated and the uss loquendi 
disregarded, the formation and -philosophv of lan- 
guage would become impracticable, and its interpre- 
tation 80 urregular and uncertain as to be 1mpossble. 
Other principles, whether employed ingly or con- 


Jointly, have run to. such excess of riot as to explode 


themselves, and to leave the true principle conspicuous 


——  — — 
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and commanding as a column amid a heap of ruins. 
| The history of the application of a principle is the 


witness of its truth or its absurdity. Thus tested, 
philological interpretation, on the broad basis of 
grammar and not of narrow literahsm, 1s vindicated 
as the only rational and reliable principle. All Scrip- 
ture 1s interrogated and mnterpreted by the authors of 
the New Testament upon this principle, the violence 


of which has occasioned the extremes of rationalism 


_ and allegorical mysticism 0 conspicuons in Rabbinical 


hterature and in both ancent and modern Furey 
dooma., The Jewizsh doctors allecorized the Literal and” 
4, yy 


Iiterahsed the allegorical, producing negative morality, 
rational theology, and Christology without the cross. 


The opposite ecclesiastical schools -of Alexandria and 
Antioch, represented rexpectively by Origen and: Theo- 
dore of Mopsuestia, were founded on these two con- 
flicting principles of interpretation. The former 
attributed to Seripture three elements—the literal, 
the moral, and the mystical, the last of which -ccon- 
tained two senscs, the analogical and the anagogical. 
Theodore dwelt almost exclusrvely on the letter of 


Scripture, which he thereby rationalised, assigning to 


the ancient prophecies. a” merely htcral, logical; and 


present application. These counter-tendencies, after 
having produced and perraded the rationahsm and. . 
mysticism of the scholastic period, and been repudiated 
by the reformers of the s1xteenth century, reappeared 
in the writings of Grotins and Cogceius, and «till 
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Swedenborgianism, and in the many but kindred torms 
of rationalizgm and literal millenarianism. Extremes, | 
first seen in operation in the ancient pagan, Jewish, 
and ecclesiastical schools, are f6und, after having run 
their long and divergent course, to meet in an un- 


natural and arbitrary interpretation of Scripture, con- 
trary to the great philological principle of New 


Testament exegesis, which not only recognises both the 
historical truth or literal sense of the text and its 
deeper spiritual 81gniticance, but combines the latter 
with the tormer as its natural basls. 


3. As the interpretative principles of analogy and | 


type rest on a common basis of s1militude, we shall 
_ pave the way for their vindication by developing and 


defining the various kindred forms or figures of speech 
under which it appears. The Scripture abounds with 
8ymbols, both things and words, the ground of which 
1 every form 1s sinulitude, real or apparent. The 
metaphor, based on the resemblance between two 
things, which image one another, is aniestly the 
germ of all symbolism, whether single or sustained. 
ven m Such figures as synecdoche, where a part 
represents the whole; or metonymy, where the effect 
Stands for the cause; or perzonification, where Per- 
80nal properties are axcribed to impersonal things, 
there are not only the ideas of coexistence and of 
causal connection, but an underlying basis of real or of 
phenomenal resemblance between part and whole, 
between the nature of the cause and the nature of the 
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consequent, and between a person and the thing per- 
S0nified. 

The language also of the enigma, such as Samson's 
riddle of the honey in the carcase of the hon, 1s not 
necessarnly figurative ; but 1t covers a mystical mean- 


ing by being purposely indefinite and obscure.” But 


$1n1itude 1s manifestly the ground of all allegory and 
analogy, proverb, parable, and type employed mm the 
communication or in the elucidation of truth. These 


are all intimately related, not only in their principle, 


but mn their structure and uses. 

Analogy, in the form of logical comparison, wnphes 
a radical correspondence or agreement between things 
or thoughts, whereby we can reason from the one to 
the other, or predicate the same things regarding 
them. - Such analogy pervades the Scriptures, and 18 
the principle of many quotations.} 

Allegory, as David's vine brought out of Egypt, and 
planted in the land of Canaan, the Song of Solomon, 
Isaiah's song of the fertile vineyard, Paul's representa- 
tion of the two covenants under the emblems of Hagar 
and Sarah, and our Lord's figure of the vine and 
branches, 18 simply a sequence of continuous meta- 
Paor, or a s8eries of 8et and snstained symbolism, 
representing generally, under the form of fiction, but 


Sometimes of fact, the spiritual principles of the Kking- 


dom of God. This definition is justified both by its 


* Judges xiv, 14. 
+ Ps.. Ixxx, 8-16; Isa. v. 1-8; Gal, iv. 22-28. © &mive tori @An- 
YOeOUpEvu,” 
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etymology * and by its use, which declare 1t to be an 
extended trope, by which one thing 1s expressed and 


another thing resembling it is meant. 
Parable and proverb are closely connected with one 


another, and with the figures already defined.F The | 
ame Hebrew word covers both; which contain 1n com- || 
mon the 1deas of s1mihtude and comparison.] They | 


are figurative sayings, slngle and complex rYeSPCC- 
tively, involving comparison on the ground of s1m1l- 
tude. The parable has two forms, a developed and 
an undeveloped form. In the former it is $ubstan- 


tially a historical allegory, or figurative representation 
of things wont to happen, ior moral purposes, but 
more complete in form and more definite in sromhi- 
cance than mere allegory. In the latter form, as. 
apphed to a concrete case, or derived from it, it is a 
hgurative comparison between two things, which, from 
its form and sense, naturally becomes or passes into 
a proverb, as 1s seen mn the writings of Solomon, and 1 
other proverbial sayings of Scripture.y Hence the 
Greek bibhcal equivalents correspond, 


the one com- 
pletely to the generic Hebrew word in all its uses, 
and the other to the proverb specifically, which means | 


* &AXX0;, and EY 0eruw, | | 
T 2 Sam. x11. 1-6; Ps. Ixxvil. 2, with Matt. xiii. 13, 85 ; Judges ix, 
7-15 ; Luke xii. 41 ; Matt. xiii. 18-24, 31, 33, 36, 53; Matt. xxi. 33, 45 ; 
Mark iv. 10, 13; Mark vii. 17 ; Mark xii. 12; Luke viii. 9, 11 ; Luke 
xii, 6 ; Tiuke xv. 3; Tike xviil. 1,9; Luke xix. 11; Luke xx. 19. 
_—_" 
$ Proverbs pass:m, and.Luke iv. 28. | | | : 
"Y Trotponn, and T A001. | 
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in all languages a saying of common use, or maxim of 
common lite, coming forward in common conversation, 
and involving a comparison between things, such as, 
** Physician, heal thyself,” and © The labourer is worthy 
of his hire.” * * Hence, also, these words are used 
Synonymously in the Greek of the Old and New. Tes- 


 taments, and specially in John's Gospel,+ the parable 


in a particular form becoming proverbial, and the pro- 
verb parabolic, as involving in its concrete form com-. 
parison. And as. all ficures or symbols are: less or 
more obscure; hat=concealing, hali-revealing, both the 


prov erbs an Jhe parables of Scripture are veiled or 


hidden, and, as snch, employed for special pur Po8es, 


Together, they combine the ideas of regemblance” and 


 comparison, currency and mystery. 


Analogy 1s a radical correspondence or agreement 
between things or thoughts, whereby we can reason 
from the one to the other, or predicate the same 


| things regarding them. It, pervades the Scriptures, 


and is the. principle of many quotations. There is a 
real agreement between the facts adduced, the prin- 
ciples involved, and the doctrines taught. Herem it 
differs cvenerally from tropes, allegortes, and parables, 
where there 1s &1nlarity of OI, but no unity of prin- 
ciple, while 14 specially agrees with the type. These 


homologous facts furnish moral principles and spiritual 


truths, which were apphed by the Apostles to the cor- 
responding tacts and princtples which emerged Under 
the new economy. They have no prospective Sf” ah 


* Luke ivy. 25. + Txo9pin, JONTK. © ; Tohn xvi. 25, 29. 
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 ficance by themselves, like the types, in virtue of 
their peculiar form or place in the divine economy, 
though they sustain the same relation to the unifor- 


mity of the divine moral government and the pro- 
oressive evolution of the divine redemptive work. AS 
a principle of interpretation, 1b 18 as undeniable, and 
as reliable, as the uniformity both of nature and of the 
divine moral government, and as the manifest, pro- 


oression of revelation and of the work of redemption. 
It is in its principle logically as true as that things 
which are equal to the same thing are equal to one 
another, and, consequently, that the &ame things may 
be predicated of both alike. Underlying unity of prin- 
ciple between things or events involves logical inference 


from the one to the other, and the legitimate applica- 
tion made in quotation. | 


Moreover, if the logic of analogy be denied we must 
als renounce induction from classified analogous facts, 
which involve a common prinaple of agreement, and 
thus ab once subvert the new method of the sciences 
and arrest all sctentific discovery and advancement. 
Logic, also, would become limited to deduction from 
assumed primary or 8econdary truths, in which- the 
conelus1on 1s merely an evolution of the premises, and 
available only for the defence of realised or of reputed 
truth, according to the method of Aristotle, 80 long 
and 80 injuriously applied to theolog gy. Even pure 5 
logie, or the science of the harmony of thought, and 
the exact sciences themselves, would become discre- 
dited, because logic which could not be applied in 
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gustained reasoning to the same truths, quantities, 


and relations of things, could not be formally, self- 
harmonious; and being thus incapable of verification, 
could only be regarded as an unmeaning formula, a 
treacherous light leading to the vortex of absolute 
Scepticigm where nothing can be known. 


4. The facts of analogy with the principles involved 
meet and-merge in the type, which is accordingly 
defined in Scripture as being generally an analogous 
instance or example, either for 1nitation or for warn- 


ing.* | They both res} upon an ultimate basis of fact 
or reality, in which they differ from metaphor, allegory, 


and parable, which may rest . on mere resemblance. 
In all these forms of thought or speech we must deal 
first with the words, and next with the things denoted 
by them, which in turn represent higher truths or 
realities. But the form of the trope 1s figurative, the 
allegory is generally: both fictitious and figurative, the 
parable 1s literal in language but figurative in thing, 
and rests generally on a basis of wonted fact, in which 
it coincides with analogy and type. 

It follows that the things denoted by cn 
shadow, and type are analogous.+ The firs denotes 
the mechanical pattern or rough outline of heavenly 
things, the second 1ts spiritual s1gnificance, and the 
third both together. The s1gnificance of the type in 
the New Testament may be thus developed. The 
Jeneric Or primary $ense is a stroke or blow, then the 
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mark or impression $0 produced.” The more specitic 
8enses+ are a figure or pattern of things or persons 
present, a material or a moral model according -to 
which they are to be conformed.} Then, next, it 


becomes a prospective 8ign or shadow of things or 
persons to come, or st1]] more generally of the charac-. 
ters and relations, official rather than personai, of men; | 
as of Adam and Melchesedec, who were types of Christ. 
It is thus evident that the type proper in its full 
form 1s an accomplished fact or transaction, involving 
and presenting a present principle or truth, which 18 | 
not merely a symbol, but a sample of higher truth to 
be revealed. This definition completely reahses the 2 
New Testament idea of the whole Mosaic ritual, and of | 


the historical types of every kind and grade, as being 


collectively shadows of better things to come, of which 
Qhrist is the body.\ The types, not merely as acted 
but as written, are Ea fig) ares of speech nor historical 
records, but the literal records of facts or events, con- 
taining a present truth, the sample of an ultimate 
truth, 1ts counterpart or complement. The first duty, 
therefore, of the critic is to find the type and then 
the antitype. We may*find the former apart from the 
latter, the present mvolute or truth of a fact apart 


* John xx, 25— Ty79%, 
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from its ulterior development, but we cannot deter- 
mine the latter apart from the former or primary 
principle. It 1s not necessary to decide, 1n connection 
with any investigation into type or prophecy, how far 


the divine element or 1dea was realised by. either the 


recipient or the writer of the revelation, because 8uch 


| knowledge of the divine design 18 not necessary to 


the prophetic character of any communications. The 


human authors of both type and prophecy sometimes 


wrote or spoke without foresight, sometimes without 
knowledge, and sometimes even against their will. * 


5. The proper or plenary definition of the type 


contains all its elements or properties, which may be 


thus evolved in order. We have already $een that 


there lies between type and antitype a real unity of 
idea, which excludes all fanciful allegory and bagseless 


analogy by which the literature of the subject 1s dis- 
figured, showing that mere resemblances have been 
mistaken for realities, and that a lawless imagination 
has framed types where rational criticism conld not 
find them. This continuity of 1dea enables us to 
thread our way through the long and obscure vista, of 


type and countertype, which are found to be merely 


different forms and degrees of the same truth. 
_ It follows, also, that types have a special s1gnrficance, 
the ultimate corresponding to the present typical truth, 


which also like typical prophecies may be fulfilled in 
more 'than in one of the stages and departments of the 


* Gaussen on Insp. p. 284, Transl. 1850. 
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kingdom of God, all of which are closely related and 
pervaded by common principles. Their relations, ac- 
. 4 cordingly, are een to be fixed and determinate, even 
in the only two instances in which they might appear 
to be interchangeable, in the one of which the taber- 
nacle is said to be the antitype, not of the heavenly _ 
temple, but of the prior type or pattern shown to 

Moses on the mount, of which heaven is the real 

antitype; and in the other Christian baptism is pre- 

sented as at once the countertype of the waters of 

the flood, as a medium of preservation, and as he 
type of regeneration and remission of sins.* More- 

over, the ancient types are not only founded on 

facts or transactions, but upon facts generally of a 

very s$1gnal and . 91gnificant character, and upon the 
more special arrangements of divine wisdom for the | 
advancement of the scheme of revelation and redemp- 

tion. The chief of these were the typical relation of | 
Adam, as the federal head of all mankind, to Christ, 

the covenant Head of redeemed humanity ; the 

Abrahamic covenant, involving the coming of Christ — | 
and the calling of the Gentiles ; the deliverance of the | 
chosen seed from Egypt, and their introduction into 


Canaan ; their s1 bsequent redemption from captivity 


; | \ 
in Babylon; together with not only several other | 
subservient transactions or events, but more especially | 
with the whole Mosaic T1tual, which 18 expressly1nter-— ad ns 

= preted as a shadow of better things to come. + Accord- M1} 


ingly, these ontstanding historical and ritual types 


* Heb. viii. 5 ; 1 Peter ii. 21. # Heb. x. 1. 
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alike possess not only a special s1enificance, but a 


peculiar and promment form, having a special and 


distinct evangelical counterpart. Their particular forms, 
which embody a divine idea, when read in connection 
both with their appointment as events or institutions, 
and with the prophecies and promises with which they 
are generally assoclated, are shadows which torecast 


ultimate: realities. The typical system, therefore, was 


more directly connected with the development of 
divine revelation and redemption than the ordinary 
events of the divine moral government, which form 
the ground of analogical interpretation. The divine 
revelation was thereby not only delivered here a httle 
and there a little, at sundry times and m diverse 
manners, but also developed. The typical relations 


_ of 8nch persons as Adam and Melchesedec, and even 


Isaac, to Chris: were developed by the legal types, 
which also, together with the grand redemptive events, 
were s$t1l] further unfolded and interpreted by the 
prophecies, direct and typical, which read at once the 
revelation past and future. Revelation as progressive 
was developed in its delivery, and delivered in its 
development, which things are merely different aspects 
of the same. divine self-manifestation. From the be- 
o1nning revelation came, hke redemption 1tselt, trom 
God Himself, and was not an evolution, even under 
contents of the human <spiritua] 
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consciousness. The Old Testament revelation,. also, 


like the New, of which 1t 1s. the counterpart, was. 
founded on extraordinary events in the intercourse of 
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God with man, which succeeded and revealed each 

other. The patriarchal dispensation, during which 

there was no written revelation, because God con- 

versed with men, together with the subsequent de- 
velopment of the law and the prophets, may be re- « 
carded as corresponding to the actual life of Jesus _ | 
Christ on earth, of which the gospels are the fourtold 

memoir and the doctrinal epistles the ultimate develop- 

ment. Revelation, as from the first a development of 

the divine word spoken or written, differs widely both 

frokky the extraneous accretions or traditions of the \ 
Jewish Talmud, which is a collection of merely human 
dogma, and from the patristic development of doctrine, 
which was made not from the divine word, but from 
the subjective belief of the Church.* Accordingly, 
the one development ended in a plenary or perfect 
revelation, God who spoke in past times to the fathers 
having spoken unto us by His Son, the highest and final 
form of Hig self-manifestation ; the other terminated 
in a tis8ne of truth and error, the result of various 
hostile elements and influences, and in which error ulti- 
mately predominated in the abnormal and successive 
growths of Gnosticism, Mysticism, and Romanism. 

We also add that these types, to answer the design | 
of their appointment, must have been not only know- 
able, but less or more known by spiritual Israelites, 
who might have seen that the blood of animals could 
[not atone for human Sin, because there 1s between 
them no natural connection, much less any adequate 
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* See Dr. Rainy's © Delivery and Deyelopment of Doctrine.” 


[Sl 


wi” 


- VINDICATION OF PRINCIPLES. 117 


proportion. Their form, also, as well as their 8nb- 
Stance, especially as read in the hght of the character 


of the economy and of the divine promises, might 


have been seen to forecast the future. If they had 
not appeared to preintimate better things to- come, 
and have: thereby sustained the faith and hope of ' the 
people, they could not have fitly formed part of a 
preparatory dispensation, Tt is essential to. the char- 
acter both of a prophecy and of a type, which is a 
81lent prophecy, that at least the rude outline of their 
meaning may be understood before their fulfilment. 
We are expressly told that the prophets, with this 
general 1dea in their minds, searched- both the .time 
and the character of the times, which the Spirit of God 
in them did signify when He testified beforehand the 
snfferings of Christ and the glory that would follow. 
In the determination of types and prophecies we 
have certainly to deal both with the divine and -the 
human elements embodied there, but we have, as 
theologians, to do with the former more than with the 
latter. Tt is not necessary in any special instance to 
determine precisely how far the human writers, or the 
revelation people, realised the divine idea. The more 


_ completely the human mind conceives the divine, both 


in His works and in His word, the nearer does it attain 
to true science; $till &uch knowledge 1s not necessary 
to the earstence of the. phenomena of nature or of re- 
velation, in both of which God's thoughts are not as 
our thoughts, nor His ways as our ways, It 1s just as 


* 1] Peter 1, 10-12. 


118 PRINCIPLES OF NEW TESTAMENT QUOTATION. | 


certain that spiritual Jews saw through the veiled face 
of Moses the face of Christ, and looked steadfastly to 
the end of that which is abolished, as that others, 
especially of the later Jews, regarded the initial and 
transitory economy as the full and final form of the 
_ divine kingdom, and were indicnant even at the idea 


of innovation or of abolition. 


6. But, on the other hand, the Apostles, contemplat- 
ing the law from the high stand-point of the -gospel, 
read and rendered, as faithful interpreters, the real and 
full significance of the divine truth embedded there. 
This is evident from the whole tenor of their writings, 
but more especially from snch promment pasages as 
declare that Abraham rejoiced to see the day of Christ ; 
that beheving Israel ate the same spiritual bread and 
drank the same spiuritual water as we ourselves, even 
Christ the manna and the water of the desert ; that 
they all died in taith, not having received the promises ; 
and that the Abrahamic promise, in particular, is fulfilled 

1n Christ, and wn the calling of the Gentiles to the fel- 
lowsh1p of the gospel.+ These writers put into the 
vague and indefinite formulas of the law Christ, their 
real and full value. It 1s also evident that they re- 
garded themselves as expounding the Old Testament, 


and not as accommodating it to evangelical ideas and 


uses. The accommodation theory 1s not only inadequate 


5 . Aote wan. 3. 
T John vin. 36; 1 Cor. x. 1:4; Heb. xi. 39; Gal. iii. $; Rom. iv. 16; 
Acts 11. 25, 
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to explain the phenomena, but charges the authors 
with culpable incapacity and disingenuity, which would | 
subyert at once the authenticity and the authority of 
both the gospels avd the epistles. It 1s a baseless 


assumption with the view of escaping from ' acknow- 


ledged difficulties in connection with the problem of 
quotation, which it encumbers rather than relieves. 
We conclude this attempt to develope the proper 
typical 1dea by remarking, that though 1t- 18 a first 
principle of sctence and theology that no more  causes 
natural or moral are to be admitted than are real and 
necessary to explain phenomena, and though unity 1s 
the end of all true science, the view here presented is 
not only as much in harmony with the unity of revela- 


tion as any system of simple s&ymbolism can be, but 18 


—*more-adapted-to the whole form and objects of a 


rudimentary dispensat1on. 


7. Such being the full and proper definition of the 
type, its place and use in the divine revelation and in 
New Teztament quotation become necessary in the cir- 
cumstances. Neither types nor typical prophecies, 
indeed, can be said to be absolutely necessary as modes, 
or as component parts of a divine revelation of re- 
demption. The Son of God might have become the 


on of man immediately on man's fall, the first-born - 


<eed of the woman might have been the seed of pro- 
mise, and paradise have been no sooner lost than won. 
But it is evident that the relation of the modes and 
times both of revelation and of redemption might be 
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such as to require types, both as parts and as proots of 


better things to follow. We find, accordingly, that 1t 
was the will of divine wisdom to throw the redemptive 
work of Christ into the distant future, called © the ful- 
ness. of the time,” for .reasons which, if at all discgver- 
able, must be gathered inductively from the tacts of re- 
demption, instead of being deduced from the attributes 
of God and the general principles of His moral govern- 
ment, This purpose, taken 1n connection with the 
Salvation of men during the long interval, rendered a 
typical system conditionally or provisionally necessary, 
as part of a preparatory but progressive and unique 


revelation, coupled with a gradual development of the 


divine kingdom by didactic teaching and practical 
training. The revealed law of the witial kingdom 
must be snch as at once to 1nstruct the. Church mm the 
knowledge of salvation, to shut her up unto the faith 


to be revealed, and to conduct her down to Christ, not. 


only in point of fact, but in point of faith and feeling. 
And this, again, could be best effected, not merely by 
direct promises and prophecies, but by a systematic 
8eries of historical and ritual types and typical pro- 
phecies, founded upon facts in the experience of the 
Church. Merely verbal communications, or abstract 
representations of sin and holiness, atonement and 
zalvation, would not have been intelligible apart from 
their actual dehneation'1n historical facts and religious 
rites addressed to the external senses. The types 
were a kind of pictorial writing, admirably adapted to 
the pupilage of the Church, aiding also not a little our 
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conception of divine realities, and revealing the unity 
throughout of the revelation of grace both 1m words 


_ and in ideas. These types, being a series of pictures 


and the typical prophecies illuminated pictures, to- 
gether constituting a picture callery of spiritual reahties 
present, and prospective, were a kind of teaching 
gpecially accommodated to the minority of the Church 
and to her preparation for the antitype, or end of the 
whole economy. We find a complete analogue 11 the 
symbolic actions and parabolic representations of the 
Great Teacher, by which the infancy .of the New 


Testament Church was educated. Types and parables 


are alike adapted to babes, who need milk and not 
strong meat, and must be led forwards from first 


principles to perfect truths. It 1s, therefore, evident 
that the New Testament authors would have miscon- 


ceived the Old it they had not interpr cted t the types as 
they have done. 


8. Type and prophecy are related, as the basis and 


the towers of a building 


T, Or as a perspective VIeW 1n 


different degrees of elongation. The prophets appear 


to have generally received their communications in the 
form of mental visions, in which their utterances were 
characterized by timelessness and ideality. Their 
minds, in the first, instance, were receptive and_not 


reflective; their faculties, w hen Stimulated by the com-. 


munication, were constructive rather than analy tie; and, 
consequently, their writings are more descriptive than 
distinctive. We have already shown that they under- 


o 
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Stood the relative order in time of the events predicted, 


but not the precise period of their accomplishment in 
the progress of the divine kingdom. Their vis1ons 
were a grand perspective view of the future, which took 


note of the order of events, but not of the special modes 


or times of their occurrence. Their descriptions, als, 
of things were ideally perfect in their form, and not 
according to the meagure of their torm at any stage or 
period of their progressive fulfilment. The grand 
realities of sin and salvation, reward and penalty, were 
Seen and depicted in their ultimate and full results, 
and not merely in their snccessive and modified forms. 


This fact, which 1s most conspicuous in typical pro- . 


phecies, s8uch as the dehverances from Egypt and 
Babylon, not only accounts for the colours of the picture, 


gloomy or glowing, which appear to outshine realty, 


but 18 m perfect harmony with the relation of type and 
antitype already indicated, and with the development 
of revelation and redemption.” 

We have already noticed that there are two classes 
of prophecy—drect and mdirect ; and two kinds— 
non-Messianic and Messianic. And though there may 
be a difference of opinion respecting the category or 
the character of particular prophecies, two distinct 
classes are generally acknowledged. All prophecy, 
indeed, which is fulfilled in the times and kingdom of 


the Mess1ah, may, im this 8ense, be termed Messianic. 
It 1s als admitted that Messianic prophecy consists of 


* British and Foreign Evangelical Kertew FRO April and October, 
Arts, 1. and vi. 
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of which the. latter 1s 
a combination of type and prophecy, made in different 
ways, which need not be specified, becanse they must 


be all expounded and defended on the same principle. 


There 1s, also, room for different opinions of the man- 
ner in which they were combined in the conceptions of 
both their authors and their interpreters ; but the fact 
ot some kind of combination must be admitted. - The 


view of the Church Fathers generally, that all Messianic 
prophecy 18 Spoken directly of -Christ, without reference. 


to any human medium or circumstances, not only fails 
to represent the language of the writers, but misrepre- 
gents the Mess1ah, by . ascribing to Him confess10n of 
personal sin.* Another school of interpreters, repre- 
8ented by Hengstenberg on the Continent, and by Alford 
in England, makes the subject of most Messianic pro- 
phecies, especially those of the suffering Mess1ah, 


to be an ideal rather than a real personage; - Christ 


collective, or Christ in the Church His body, ard 
not Christ personal. - Any advantages which this 


view may betimes appear to possess are more fully 


realised on the typical principle, as generally main- 
tained ; while the language of such prophecies clearly 
presents the present. personal s1tuation of the writer as 
the basis of the prophetic prospect, and speaks of the 
personal Christ, and not merely of Christ in the Church, 
too decidedly and directly. to admit of an ideal inter- 
pretation, which introduces vagueness and confusion 
into the prophetic repregentation. 


"Ps. 21, 127 1's; 1018; 6. 
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9. The truths already ehcited and applied in con- 


nection with types are alike applicable to the inter- 


 pretation especially of typical prophecy. That the 


prophets intended to prophecy and predicted events, 


which the apostles interpreted as fulfilled im the new. 


economy, is undeniable. Otherwise, not only would 


language have no meaning, and their writings no credi- 


bility, but prophecy, as a miracle of knowledge, must _ 


be regarded as imposs1ble. We need not discuss or 
define how much could-be known by natural suggestion 
and rationd>dresight in the cireumstances, and how 
much was revealed. It is 8ufficient to know that the 


prophecy was prior to the event, and that holy men of | 


old spake, being moved by the Holy Ghost, and not by 
their own will. They may not have known reflectively 
the form of their own prophecies, whether direct or 
typical ; but the spirit and style of their utterances 


 8how that they generally spoke consciously of Christ, 


which 1s the Iighest kind of Mess1anic prophecy. 
We find, then, that New Testament quotation is 
made throughout on the principle that prophecy must 
be read as it is written. Its ideal or perfect pictures 
of things are apphed to successive events, which do not 
realise their full significance. And, yet, this progres- 
ve tultlment, which merely requires similar events, 
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to the divine as well as to the human 1dea or element, 


and read the ancient prophecies inductively, and not 


merely deductively, in the light of the facts of the 
gospel, and not merely 1n their own light. And as 


they knew that the old prophets ministered, not unto 


themselves, but unto us, the grand facts and truths of 


the gospel, they read and apphed their prophecies 1n 
the light of the times of their accomplishment. 


10. Messanic prophecy 18 uniformly-mterpreted as 
such, whatever view 1ts interpreters may have enter- 
tained of its form or structure, whether direct or typl- 
cal. The correct interpretation of any prophecy does 
not depend $0 much on its formal as upon 1ts real 
character, and the mode of 1ts apphcation. And when, 


In any instance, its principle 1s admitted but its apph- 


cation denied, the question must be determined exe- 


getically. 'The Messlanic prophecies applied to the 
orand facts and doctrines of the gospel must be ex- 
amined and vindicated individually. 

It is of more importance to determine the concep- 
tion of the relation of type and antitype in the minds 
of both their authors and their interpreters. Typical 
prophecy was both written and rendered as having a 
double reference, in the type to present, and in the 
prophetic word to future realities, which were regarded 
as two forms of the same underlying truth, and not as 
disparate subjects, the one of which, as in allegory, 18 
a mere symbol of the other. New Testament inter- 
pretation deals with the words of such prophecy in 
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both its - applications, and thereby maintains through- 


out the real unity of the revelation, instead of dealing, 


as in the interpretation of allegory, firs6 with words, 
and next with things, as the symbols of truths. 


11. This $ubject affords a fit opportunity of defin- 
ing the mutual relations of the divine purpose, the 
divine prophetic word, and the divine promise, which 
have occasioned considerable discusslon among stu- 
dents of prophecy, and clear views of which are essen- 
tial to 1ts correct interpretation. 

The s8ecret or subjective will of God 1s abeckats Or 
unconditioned in all circumstances, at once under- 
Iymmg and determining all the divine works and the 
divine word 1n every form of prophecy. © Known 


unto God are all His works from the beginning of” the 
world.” © And His connsel hall stand, and He will 


do all His pleasure.” Prophecy, in reference to the 
divine will, s1mply or subjectively, is absolute, and 
must be tultilled, being coincident with the divine 
decree, the ground of which is unconditional. But 
applied prophecy, viewed in its objective form as a 
divine commumication addressed to the human will, 
presumed to be free and not forced, is certainly con- 
ditioned by human free agency, and contains, accord- 
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ingly, the elements or aspects 'of promise and of com- _ 


mination. As, indeed, all physical contingent events, 
being mutually related or interdependent, are mutually 
conditioned in regard to each, other, yet absolute in 


relation to the divine wull 2 n the law of causat1ion ; Io 
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prophecy, involving promise and threatening, is con- 
ditioned yet absolute, the conditioned absolute, God 
thereby declaring and doing His. will under certain 
conditions of human choice or conduct, to which mn 
His moral government He has respect. - Prophecy, 
therefore, in this form is conditioned, not in anthro- 
pomorphic accommodation to the human faculties, but. 
in real accommodation to facts. This conception of 
prophecy in this aspect, while it maintains the unity 
of the divine will” throughout; leaves the question of 
the divine decree in its relation to human responsbi- 
ity unsolved, and perhaps insoluble. 


12. This view may serve as a key to the solution 
of. parallel difticulties. God 1s 8aid both to repent 
and to be incapable of repentance. He repented that 
He had made man and destroyed the old wicked 
world. And He repented that He had made Saul 
king, and deposed hin from the throne. And yet we 
are told that He 1s not a man that He should repent, 
nor the son of man that He should change. Repent- 


ance has two forms, internal and external], the latter 


being the effect and outward evidence of the former. 


The divine will, as incapable of repentance, 1s abso- 


lute; as mutable, it is conditioned by human conduct ; 


Fw according —to- which Saul-was-rejected- trom bel ngKk In * 


because he had rejected the Lord. But the divine 
will was one throughout regarding both his appoint- 
ment and his deposition ; for Saul was given in His 
anger, and taken away in- His wrath, The change, 
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therefore, was apparent, and not real—a change of 
procedure, and not of purpose, which throughout was 
one. The phraseology of s8uch passages 1s anthropo- 
morphic only in the sense in which all language 1s 


buman, being the product; of the human faculties and 


forms of thought. 


13. We place synthetic interpretation last 1n the 
order of yindication, because it implies the other prin- 
ciples already discussed. The substance of s8everal 


passages is combined and interpreted either grammati- 

cally, analogically, or typically. It 1s tounded on the 

unity of the revelation, or of the dispensations, a truth - 
which cannot be demed without denymg not only-the 
umtormity of the divine operations, but more espectally 

the unity of revealed religion in its several forms, 

and thereby even the unity of the divine nature. We - 

would be als» thrown back on one or other of the 


following theories :—On simple Gnosticism, which attri- 
buted the Old Testament, as well as the creation of 
the world, to the Demiurge, on the ground of their 
alleged imperfection; or on Gnosticism in the form 
of Marcionism, which rejected the Old Testament be- 
cause of the prominence of the attribute of justice 
there; or we must endorse the rationalistic prin- 
_ ciple, which practically disunites the economies by 
explaining away the distinctively typical and sacri- 
ficial . elements of the law; or, again, admitting the 
element of Sacrifice, we may on the same vicious 
prineiple substantially dis80lve their connection by 
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exaggerating the secular aspects of the old economy, 
and by representing circumcision as the seal of a civil 
instead of a re1g1ous covenant, and the primary 1nst1- 
tution of the Passover as a merely memorial, and not 


as at once a sacrificial and a typical ordinance. But 
the Apostles manitestly treated revelation as one whole 


throughout, to be interpreted as it 18 wntten. As, 
therefore, we find synthesis in. the Old Testament as 
well as in the New, we must accept the principle, 
unless it can be shown to be misapphled, as not only 
Just, but the key to the fulness of Scripture and the 
80lvent of many ditfhculties 1 bibhcal exeges1s. 


PART V. 


APPLICATION OF PRINCIPLES. 
SECTION FirsT. 


1. WE have noticed the various .ways in which the 
quotations already adduced are apphed by the writers 


of the New Testament. They may be sa1d generally 


to be employed for doctrine, for argument, and even 
for mere illustration in the few cases of formal accom- 
modation. Together, they present a special and splend1d 
illustration of the text, © All Scripture is theopneustic, 
and profitable for doctrine and for reproof, for correc- 


tion and for instruction 1 rmghteousness ; that the. 


man of God may be pertect, thoroughly furnished unto 

all good works.” 
Our object here 1s to apply these quotations to cer- 

tain departments of biblical criticism and of biblical 


doctrine. We $hall employ them to demonstrate- both 


the external and internal unity of the canon of revela- 


tion, And we hall proceed upon the method of 
rising from facts to principles, and of reasoning from 


the greater to the less, from the more distinct to the 


more obscure, that the argument may be all the clearer 


and more conclusrve. As the books of the New Tes- 
tament are universally acknowledged to have existed 
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by the end of the second or the beginning of the third 
century, we $hall advance the evidence afforded by 
the quotations of the earliest Fathers for the credi- 


bility of the New Testament, and specially of the 
tour gospels.- These writers possess-1n point of prox1- 


nuty_ more than they want in point of formal and full 
quotation, 80 that they are singularly vahd and valu- 
able witnesses to the authenticity and authority not 
only of the cited books of the New: Testament, but 


also of the Old. We <&hall restrict the argument to 


the value of their attestation, without attempting to 


produce the other branches of the evidence, external 
and internal, which may be found duly estimated and 
applied in vanous works on the subject._ 

We $hall find that the argument from the Apostolic 


Fathers 1s cumulative, being founded on the double 


analogy contained in their at once quoting the New 
Testament as they cite the Old, and in their quoting 
the Old as it is cited in the New. And we $hall 


endeavour to adjust the argument $0 as historically to 


meet the different assaults that have been made upon 
the credibility of the gospel history, which, though tre- 


quently challenged by unbelievers without the Church, 
was not denied by Christian critics till towards the 
close of the last century, 


2, These attacks may be devzignated as the histor1- 


cal, the rationalistic, 1. the two forms of naturalisxm 
and supernaturahsm, and the; mythical, represented 


_respectively by the” following theories. The learned 
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Kichorn, of Gottingen, in the beginning of the present 
century, endeavoured, in his © Introduction to the 
New Testament,” to establish the plaustble proposition 
that there is no evidence of the existence of our gos- 
pels before the end of the second century, when the 
general judgment of the Church selected and acknow- 
ledged as credible four out of the many floating and 
Jarring narratives which laid claim to this character. 
This theory admits the general credibility, but denies 
the authenticity of the Fourfold Gospel, and thereby 
breaks the connection between these two things, and 
leaves the truth of the gospels defenceless and vulner- 
able both in the heel and in the head. This theory 
is in all respects unhistorical. We have. adequate 
historical evidence that apostolic writings were not 
only carefully preserved by tradition fin the Church's 
memory, but also jealously conserved m her archives 
or depositories, 80 that spurious gospels or epistles 
would not have gained general acceptance as authentic 
and authoritative. 

Moreover, though the Council of Hippo, m 393, 
anited by a decree the smaller divisions of the writings 
of the New Testament in one collection, still there is 
ample proof that the canon was completed and acknow- 
ledged long prior to this date; while there are absolutely 
no historical traces of snch an act _as this theory pre- 
SUINECS, 


Schleiermacher, who acknowledged a supernatural 
clement in Christianity, and combined in himself the 
spintuality of the Mystics with the rationalism of 
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the Gnostics and the Scholastics, admitted, like Eichorn, 
the general authenticity and truth of the gospels, but 
represented them as a crude but candid story, out of 
which reason, by a process of historical analysis, must 
_ elaborate the real history. - This theory breaks down 
all the defences of the cospel history. nearly as com- 
pletely as the following scheme of pure rationalism. 


The pure rationalhsts of the school of Tilbingen, 
including such men as Baur and Zeller, Schwegler aud 
Kosthn, whose ouiding principle is that pure reason 
is at once the s0u7ce and the text of truth, admitted 
that the gospels contain a bass of truth, but denied 
their authenticity and general credibility, especially in 
regard to muiracles, and ascribed their origin Or COM- 
position to the circumstances of the times, im which 
they found at once their date and their des: gn. 


8, Every form of the rationahstic theory assumes 
what is amply disproved by facts—the intellectual, if 
not the moral incompetency of the writers of the gos- 
pels; while the speculation of the school of Tiibingen 
is contrary to the general fact urged by Olshausen to 
gustain their authenticity, * that we nowhere find in 

; OH any writer of any part of the ancient world any indi- 
cation that only a single one of the four gospeis was in 
use, or ever known to exist separately. All possessed 
the entire collection of the four gospels.” * This also 
the celebrated Tertullian, in his reply to the heretie 
Marcion, who rejected Luke on doctrinal grounds, main- 


* Introdue. (Clark). 
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"tained to be a fact s0 undeniable in his day that he 
laid the weight of his whole argument upon it. i OY 
It 1s hardly less evident that works, originated or 
compoxsed on this principle, could not have been 80 gene- 
rally accepted as apostolical without evidence, and that, 
even though they had been so formed, we would till 
expect to possess s0me historical traces of their origin. 
The theory of a protevangelion, or prumary gospel, 
prepared by: the, Apostles as a-common- guide-book tor 
themselves 1m their mimstry, and employed by some 
critics to harmonise the formal smilarity of the four 
cospels with their frequent diss1milarity, as it denies 
their individual authenticity, is open to the same 
historical objections as the other theones. Such a 
gospel, even though well authenticated, and necessary 
elther to the uxes of the Apostles then or of the critics 
now, would rather prove, what rationahsm most abhors, 
that the 8Upernatural element common tc the four | 
_ gospels 18 integral, and not adventitious. [ 
The notorious Strauss, who was both the pupil and 
latterly the master of Baur, absolutely denied the his- 
torical truth of the gospels in any sense, by maintain- 
ing the . wholly negative and destructive theory that 
they are merely a collection or concretion of- oral 
myths or legends, formed around a nucleus of truth, 
which grew up like a fungus in the early Christian | 
Church, and of themselves account for the miraculous _ IF 
element in them. - But, as if conscious: that. he PrT0- mM 
pounded a literary romance rather than a reality, he 


* Adv. Marc. ce. Zands5. 


APPLICATION OF PRINCIPLES. 135 


has stuliously left both the precise period and the 

a -_  cause of their composition undetermined. This specu- 
lation, like the phys1ological theory of transmutation _ 

of species in its connection 'with the more general 

theory -of development; 1s fitly designated mythical, 

for it cannot point to a single historical specimen as 

the organic remains of the process of transformation of 

the fungous myth, by which it professes to account for 

the gospels. The more recent rationalist writers on 

the Christian evidences, such as Mr. Arnold and the 

author of * Supernatural Religion,” occupy the same 
stand-point, and differ merely in the length to which 

they carry their principles. Their tactics consist 

in not only . minimising adverse evidence, but m 

denying. its validity. The latter writer rejects the 

fragments of Muratori and Apollinaris, because they 
conflict with his theory. Both abke maintain that 

| the earhest patristic citation 18 not from our gospels, 
| LD but trom earhler writings. Arnold axserts that the 
record of the life of Jesus Christ, when we first get it, 
has passed - through half-a-century or more of oral | 
tradition, and at least through more than one written 
account. He gives one long paxzage from Clement to 
how that the Fathers always cite the Old Testament 
literally. But we have civen many Paszages to prove 
that- they cite the New Testament, as both they and 


Wo - the evangelists quote the Old, both Ioozely and liter- 
| ally, and without naming in either case the authors, 
$0 that we have thereby a double analogy, which links 
| * Arnold, Contemporary Rericir, 1875, Art. 1. and Super. Religion.” 
= 
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together in the bonds of the same evidence the 


authenticity and authority of the Old and New Testa- 


ments. And even though it were otherwise, the 


degree of access1þility of the primary texts or-records 
would of itself at once occason and account for certain 
differences of citation. Such assertions, unsupported 


| by any real evidence, are not only neutralised, but the 


opposite is established by the - double analogy of 
quotation. 


4. We have said that the Apostohc Fathers quote 
the New Testament, as we have seen that they cite 
the Old, both literally and loosely, naming at the 89 me 
time the writers or books cited, or the Scripture 


cenerally.. - We have adduced frequent instances of 


formal quotation of this kind, We. have also found a 


n——_— 


numerous array of allusions to both the gospels and 
the epistles of s&nch a character, and made 1n such 
crreumstances, as to amount to formal quotations. 
Literal references, espectally when taken in connection 
with a general acknowledgment of Scripture, -or, in 


particular, of the books alluded to, the existence of 


which may alsxo be otherwise proved from contem- 
porary history, possess the evidential value of formal 
citations. We have alzo shown that these Fathers 
quote the New Testament exactly as the New cites 
the Old. HI; theretore, patristic citation from the Old 


"Testament be held to prove the existence of not only 


the books cited, but of the volume as a whole, the 


8ame analogical argument 1s' applicable to the New 
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PFestament. The evidence is the same in both cases, 


which must stand or fall together. And therefore the 


quotations of the early Fathers, made in the same way 


as the New Testament cites the Old, prove the age 
and authorship or the authenticity of the cited writings 
of the New. 


| Moreover, as these Fathers quote expressly certain 
books or authors of the New Testament, the prexump- 
tion arises that allusions similar in form to formal 
citations are als real quotations, and have the same 
logical value. And, further, as they also cite certain 
epistles already named, which not only embody, but 
allude to-prior well-known and admitted facts as their 
basis, we have here another presumpt1on, apart from) 
other evidence, that such facts were not only orally 
transmitted, but recorded ; that the Gospels are the 
seed-plot of the epistles, the facts of which they are 
the philosophy—the historical basis of their developed 
doctrine. £2 

The Gospels, therefore, are to be regarded *as 
authentic on grounds of both positive and negative 
cr1t1C1SIN, 


3. It is evident that the authorship and the cred1- 
bility of any writing are closely, if not casually, con- 


nected. ' The testimony of an author who wrote at 


the time and in the midst of the events recorded 1x 


presumably true. And if he alzo give suthcient evi- 


dence of his intellectual and moral competency, his 


testimony is to be accepted as credible. The carhest 
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patristic quotation proves that the gospels were 
written in the age to which they profess to belong, 
and by authors who were not only, as eye-witnesses, 
entirely conversant with the facts recorded, but whose 
writings show their intellectual, and their sufterings tor. 


| the truth their moral competency as historians. . They 


themselves appeal to their personal knowledge and 


sufferings for the gospel as an obvious evidence of 


their competency and the .credibility of their test1- 


mony, which formerly was wont to be attacked by 
avowed unbehevers only. And even now 1t 18 the 


mental ability of the writers, and the facts of their 


testimony, that are arraigned, and not\ their moral 


competency, nor the validity of argumentation from 
competency to credibility. But our special argument 
here from the facts of quotation is founded on the 
test1mony borne to the credtbihty of the gospels by 
contemporary authors, who, as the disc1ples and ass0- 
clates of the Evangelists, must have known their. com- 


petency, and the truth of their testimony in the 


 cireumstances. They would not have cited as credible 


what they did not credit, and they would not have 
accepted as true, without the amplest evidence, state- 
ments -on which the weightiest 18swes, temporal and 
Spiritual, depended, | And more especially, as we have 
tound that the eartest Fathers expressly mention s0me 
of the earher Paulne epistles, «nach as those to the 
Ephesians and Philippians, and the first to the Corin- 
thians, the authenticity of which is admitted by hostile 


er1tics, We can occupy this new poxsition and thence 
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review and command the whole battle-field. We have 
in them direct evidence of the truth of the principal 
facts of Christianity, and, therefore, of the credibility 
of the gospel history. This ought to be made, espe- 
cially in the present state of the apologetic controversy, 
the principal position, inst#ad of being, as* hitherto, 
regarded as merely subordinate, and even as itself 
needing support. | 

On such a combination of evidence, which cannot 
be advanced in favour of any spurions work of anti- 
quity, the Four Gospels. are to be regarded as histori- 
cally credible. bs : 

6. By a s1mnular argument, containing an essentia] 
point of difference, the truth of the Old  Testament 
may be also demonstrated. The New Testament con-_ 


tains clear quotations from at least twenty-five out 
the thirty-nine books of the Old, which 1s cited unqer 
the divisions or designations of © Moses,” or © the law 
and the prophets,” to winch 1s sometunes added the 
* Pzalms.” These facts of themselves prove that ngt 
only the several books cited, but also the whole\icarion 
of the Old Testament, were accepted, not only #y the 
authors of the New, but by the people to whom the 
revelation was given, who received them as credible on 
evidence s1milar to that on which the credibility of the 
New Testament rests. | | | 

The argument in this form, and at this stage, regards 
the Apostles as mere historians, and Jesus Christ as a 
merely human teacher, citing for certain purposes 
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existing and acknowledged writings. But when we 

come to the question of authority, which does not 

depend merely on the objective truth of the Scriptures, 


but on God speaking in them, we must take our stand 


on the higher ground of inspiration. We have seen 


the. evidence, as derived from quotation, on which their 
credibility rests; and we now advance a.-step by main- 
taining that their truth involves their insprration, and 
thereby their authority, As Jesus Christ promised to 
euide His Apostles by the Holy Spirit into all truth, 
and to bring to their remembrance all that He had 


Spoken, and as they themselves not only expressly 


claimed infallible guidance, but best knew-the kind of 
influence under which they spoke and wrote, we must re- 
gard the New Testament as the inspired, and, therefore, 
authoritative will of God through human free agency. 
And, moreover, as Christ, the incarnate Word of 
God, and His inspired Apostles, quote and apply the 
Old Scriptures s0 frequently and so faithfully, we must 
regard them not merely as inspired because credible, 


but as authoritative, both because they are inspired 


and because they are 80 pronounced by the Lord and 


the mspired authors of the New Testament. From 


the wide field, therefore, of biblical and patristic quota- 


tion we draw the mference that all Scripture 1s g1Ven 


by insprration of God, through holy men moved by the 
Holy-Ghost., Woe are not called on to discuss here the 


nature and erteiit of mnprration, or the distinction 


that may be made between revelation and inspiration. 


It is evident that the early Fathers of the Church did 
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not attempt to define the character and degree of 
insprration which belong to the Scriptures. Tt is als 
clear that the Subjective influence under which they 


claim to have been oven involves a corresponding 


objective character or property: of the records, whereby 
they are really the word of God throughout in true 
objective expression or development. This is more 
important to the bibheal student than any line of 
demarcation which may be drawn between revelation 
and inspiration, which being intimately, if not insepar- 
ably connected, may be s0 defined as either to include or 
to exclude one. another, according as they are regarded 
as differing in kind or merely mn degree. But as these 
terms are both applied to Scripture, and cannot be. 


shown to be synonymous, 1nspliration, im its full and 


proper- sense; 18 to. be regarded as the subjective 
influence or condition Necessary to receive or to aenver 
the truth communicated by revelation. 

It may be further argued, both from the nature of 
the case and from Seripture 1tself, that the language 
as well as the matter of revelation 1s inspired. Both 
are given alike and at once im insprration. Paul 
declares that he uttered spritual things 1n spiritual 
words, not in the words of man's wisdom, but in the 
words of the Holy Ghost. And as inspiration 1s a 
subjective state under divine influence, it must extend 
to both the form and the subsance of the revelation. 


It appears, indeed, to be unposs1þle to separate these 


two elements 1 1 any communication, human or div! ne. 
The one PSY chologically involves the other less or 
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more, especially in intense mental states, which spon- 


taneously embody themselves 1n eorresponding words. 
This view of inspiration, as dynamical, places the 
plenary inspiration of all Scripture on a s0l1d basis, 
nch as the mechanical theory, which represents the 


writers as the passive. instruments of the Spirit, cannot 
lay. Revelation 1s seen to be the word of God mn the 
fullest and most literal sense, and the verbal differ- 


ences in the several reports of our Lord's SAYINGS 1N 


the Gospels, as well as. the free translations and even 
departures from the Hebrew 1n several quotations, 1t 


they cannot be regarded as the primary and very 
words of God or of Christ on the occas1on, are st1ll the 


very words of the mspiring Spint. Any argument 
against verbal inspiration from snch sources argues 
icnorance of the real nature and extent of the divine 
influence, asxumes as true the palpable absurdity that 


language best suwited to one age or oCccas10n 1s best 


adapted to all others, and also hmaits the free agency 


of the Sovereign Spint, who 1s a law unto Himself, 


while His operations are diverse and yet one. We 


conclude, theretore, that the volume of the book. of 
revelation is one, . and throughout the word. of God, 
Stamped without with the Seal of Heaven. 


SECTION SECOND. 

New Testament quotation equally demonstrates 
the internal unity of revelation. We find there two 
covenants of hie, generally designated as the covenant 
90 Works and the covenant of grace. The former was 
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made with man unfallen, the latter was made by God 


with His Son, and given to man fallen. The one 
baving been broken is abolished, the other being 
fulfilled by Christ remaineth. As revelations of the 
divine will they closely followed one another, and 
thus the restoration to God followed the fall. The 
covenant of grace was revealed snccesstvely to Adam 
and to Abraham, to Moses and by Christ, under 
different forms of development, which are to each 
other as the germ, the blade, the car, and the ful 
corn in the ear. The Sinaitic covenant was a Pr | 


minary form of the dispensation of grace. Its peculiar 
national character was the Theocracy, all 1ts moral, 
rel1o10us, and civil jaws having been directly given by 


God, and admimistered under Him by judges and 


kings, priests and prophets. As a rudimentary and 


theocratic dispensation, its component parts were all 
combined in one formal covenant, which could not 
have as8umed anv other form mm. the circumstances, 
Each of these elements had its own specitic and appro- 
priate use. They were respectively the rule of reh1g10us 
belief, of moral obedience, and of social life. The 
ceremonial institute formed the s1bstance of the cove- 
nant of grace, the moral and civil laws were merely 
cocicils or corollaries appended, just as the law 1s 
added to the gospel, good works to grace, zuder the 
new dispensation, especially in the grand Epistle to the 


Romans, which begins with the cardinal doctrines of 


grace and ends with the cardinal duties of hte, 
These quotations, then, enable us to demonstrate 
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the substantial identity of the dispensations, and to 
deduce important apologetical inferences. The two 
forms of the covenant are united organically, hke the 
root, trunk, and branches of a tree, which is pervaded 
from the root to the topmost branch by a common 


s58tem of tissues and fibres, sap-veins, and circulating 


fluids. They are radically and vitally connected, like 
the head and all the members of the body. 

(1.) They are united providentially or historically. 
The Theocracy ended with the captivity of Judah ; the 


revelation was closed $00n' after her return from cap- 
tivity. Ezra was the last inspired scribe, and Mala- 
chi the last prophet ; but the dispensation continued 
till Christ, by whom 1t was fulfilled and abrogated. 
The Jewish nation was the Lord's covenanted people; 
Jerusalem was the centre of His kingdom, the temple 
the seat of His olory, and the 8 Shechinah the 8ym bo] of 
His Presence as theocratic King. 


We find a continuous chain of historical facts Per- 


vading and connecting these economies. Thee facts 
are of two kinds, ordinary and extraordinary. The 
tormer are hke the underlying and. invisible rocks 
which unite-two countries divided by a.chasm, or two 
continents divided by a sea. The histories of both 
dispensations show a fine network, a wondrous web of 
ordinary providences, fitting into each other, and ful-_ 
filling one will. There 1s, indeed, 20 sacred historical 


[ink across the chagm between them—no prophet | 
erying mn the desert during the dark ages of Judaism, 
and ostensbly preparing the way of the Lord; but the | 
| 
| 
[ 
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Apocrypha and the Targums, profane histories and 


the writings of the Jewish Josephus, demonstrate 


the continued identity of the Jewish nation amid 
many ' catastrophes, the continuity of the course of 
divine *providence towards the Church, and the con- 
tinuous connection of the economies. Jesus Christ 
was born of the Jewish- nation, and of the royal 


tamuly, under the same dispensation of grace, and 


amid the same continuous march of grand moral 
events. And even during the darkest ages, when 
there was scarcely a star in all | the sky, ordinary 


events were paving the way for &@ better dispensation, -- 


a more excellent way, according to: the voice of all 
the prophets. 


The extraordinary moral events which pervade the 


Old and New Testaments are hke a series of erupted 


rocks, of upheaved mountain chains, which hide their 


heads in heaven. Both economics were alike introduced, 


pervaded, and sustamed throughout by a gran course 


of ' s1n1lar moral miracles, There 1s a complete xnoral 
analogy between them, ending m the logical proof of 
a perfect moral identity. No other religion - has- ever 


furniszhed or appealed to such evidence of its origin 


and authority. These grand events tall 1n and fit 
into one another, forming part of a common aivine 


Plan and common ccntinuous Providence. The Judaiem 


of the Old Testament historically ends 1n the evan- 


oehsm of the New. Both the underlying and the -- 


outstanding historic bonds of unity are palpable. A 
cries of events, thus developed and hnked into each 
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other, proves that these dispensations are 8ubstan- 
tially, if not formally one. 

(2.) They are also connected cropheticatly There _ 
are distinct kinds of Old Testament prophecy ful- 
filled in the New. There are typical  persons and 
typical places, typical institutions and typical events | 
of the old economy, realised in the gospel. All | 
these are silent. prophecies, the significance of facts, 
revealing the dawn that would chase the shadows 
away. 

And, then, there 1s the grand array of word pro- 

phecies, shining like stars in the night until the day 

dawned and the day- -8tar Arose. 

We have als distinct classes of prophecies, already 
enumerated, in the Old and New Testaments. Some _ 
of these are as clearly fulfilled as others are manifestly 
unfulfilled. Many of the former are fulfilled in the 
latter; while 80me of both Testaments overleap the 

- events of the evangelical history, 8uch as the planting | 
and propagation of Christianity, and terminate in long | | 
posterior events, Some are s1ngle prophecies, having 
but one reterence, and fulfilled in. single or Solitary 
events; others have a double reference, a temporal 
and a spiritual aspect, and both an early and a late 
tnlhlment. Some, accordingly, found a complete pre- 
ent accomplshment min the events of the time; but. 
most prophecies have a progress1ve development or 
tulfilment, embracing and being fulfilled in the similar 
grand moral events of snccessive ages. But all clearly 


tulflled prophecy, of every kind and class, identifies 
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the economies, and binds them together by bonds that 
cannot be broken. Every prophecy of the Old ful- 


filled in the New links them together by a chain of 
adamant. And the prophecies common to both, clearly 


accomplisghed in the later events of the world or the 
Church, are a double-hnked chain, uniting both econo- 
mies, and declaring them to be not disjointed and dis- 
cordant systems, but parts of a grand moral unity in 
diversity—elements of the great redemptive plan of 
love and wisdom—the woof and warp of the vane- 
cated web of providential grace, which God has been 


weaving since time began — winding labyrinths of 


which we have the clue—my Sterious plots of which 
we know the plan. _ 


| (3.) They ' are 1dentified morally and EE " 


The same moral principles of truth, justice, and 
benevolence prevail throughout the Scriptures. The 
normal moral code of both Testaments 1s the same. 
The a. 1s the moral law for all men and for 
all ages.” -It-conmsts of two grand principles, supreme 
| love to God and Sincere love to man, on which hang 
all the law and the prophets and apostles, as all the 
branches of a tree. depend upon the trunk. The 
ground or basis of obedience is the revealed character 
of God, and especially His love as the Lord our God 


and Redeemer, and the motive or mainspring in the 


human soul is felt love. The righteousness of this 
law the Son of God, as the Son of man, has not only 

fulfilled but magnified and made honourable. And, 
accordingly, obedience under the gospel 1s enjoined on 
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the same grounds and from the same motives —love to 
God for the manifestation of His love in the character 
and work of Christ. The new moral commandment 
of the gospel is certainly not that we love God 
Supremely or one another with a pure heart fervently, 
but that we love each other as Christ hath loved us. 
It is a new yet an old commandment, old as Adam in 
its principle, and as Moses in its formal basis, and 
new merely in its formal motive, the gracious work of | 
Christ, which is a new thing in the earth, a new form 
_ of the divine love. 
| We also find that all the spiritual feelings required 
and actually exercised under the law and the gospel 
are the 8ame. The form of worship is different, but 
the s8pirit 1s one. The former, accordingly, is changed, 
but the latter abides unchanged and unchangeable. 
The same faith and the same fear, the sxame hope and 
the same joy, the same humihty.and the same holiness, 
run hke a perennial stream throughout both economies. 
The principles of subjectiive religion are throughout 
the same. A complete moral and spiritual identity 
prevalls. Oe 
(4.) They are identified doctrinally. Their doctrinal 
oneness 18 as conspicuous as the harmony of the solar 
8ystem, as the unity of the earth itself, or the un- 
broken unity of the arch of heaven. Not only is the 
orand method of salvation doctrinally the same, there 
is a complete and constant agreement in the minor 
details of the development of doctrine, expresed in 
different languages and in different forms of phrase- 
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ology. Christ and the authors of the New Testament 
constantly quote and comment upon the facts and 
doctrines of the Old Testament as inculcating the 
8ame truths which they more ſully developed and 
declared. It is, indeed, their text-book and book of 


reference on all occasions. They treat the doctrine of | 


the old prophets as the same as their own, both in its 
Source and 1n its substance. A grand series of writers 
of different ages and countries, some of whom were 
ignorant of each other's writings at the time they wrote 
themselves, have concurred 1n revealing the - sxame 
truths in different forms to us, on whom the ends of 


the world are come. The Sertptures, hke Joseph's 


coat, are of many colours ; and like Christ's, without 
Seam, woven Irom the top throughout. 

(5.) They are related exegetically. The two Testa- 
ments are mutually interpreting. The New Testament 
interprets the Old, which in turn 11lustrates the New. 
Both are to be expounded on substantially the same 
principles. They are 'hke a double lock with double 
keys, elther of which opens both compartments. 
Necessary to one another and unintelligible s1ngly, the 
one unlocks the other. We read the Old in the 
clearer light of the New, and the New mn the hght of 
the language and literature of the O1d. The philo- 
logical and exegetical uses of the Old Testament are 
invaluable. As the human race was furnished through 
the sensible S1cns and sacrifices of the law with the 
high 1deas of $1n, eatisfaction, and salvation, realised in 


the gospel, we 1nust now read the dispensations in 
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each other's light. The Epistle to the Hebrews in 
_ particular is a key to the symbolisxm of the law, which 
is a rude outline of the gospel, but the life of Jesus 
Christ, the end of all the law, 1s the light in which 
we read those mystical 8acrifices which threw their 
zhadows before them, and now shed down- their light 
upon the cross. The law and the gospel are not 
merely the lesser and greater lights that rule night 
and day, but binary ;tars that commingle and combine 
to dispel the darkness of the moral world. 
(6.) The Old and New Scriptures, as thus mternally 
connected, are consequently related apologetically. I 
We have not only the evidence of external and _ 
internal testimony in favour of their credibility and _ | 
authority, but the evidence of their internal harmony | 
in proof of their divine origin, authority, and perpetual 
obligation. The same things are demonstrated m 
different ways and from different stand-points. In. 
est1mating the value of the internal argument, 1t 18 of 
importance to notice that a revelation and a dispen- 
8ation, though mutually related, and probably contem- 
poraneous and coincident, are certainly not 1dentical. 
The revelation is nob the dispensation, but its law. 
The dispensations, both old and new, commenced, and 
were carried on for a time, without written revelations | 
or records, There was, indeed, an oral, but there was . 
no written revelation. The economies were established 


less or more, especially the patriarchal and evangelical, 
and then their laws were recorded. Oral revelation, 
or a divine communication from God to man, is the 
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instrumental cause of any form of the kingdom of God, 
and a written revelation its law. In one or other 
_ form, revelation mediately creates and directly regu- 
| lates the dispensation. ee 

Hence the form of a dispensation may be changed, 
- and yet the revelation remain ; the one may not only 
be tulfilled while the other is not annulled, but the 
abolition of the one may become the confirmation of 
the other. Besides, a dispensation may change its 
torm and yet retain its substance. 'The Old and New 
Testaments contain merely two forms of the same 
covenant of grace. = Consequently, changes which 
affected the form - of the dispensation would not affect 


the substance of the revelation. Hence the New 


Testament 1s not an absolutely new revelation, but 
another and higher form of the old revelation. Modern 
errors, Continental and British, regarding the character, 
authority, and permanence of the. Old Testament, and 
8pecially of the Decalogue, arise mainly from miscon- 
ception on this subject. They confound the revelation 
with the dispensation, and then reason analogically, 
that the abrogation of the latter involved the abolition 
of the former. They 1gnore the tact that the law 
embodies and exhibits the same spiritual and unmut- 
able principles of morality and religion as the gospel. 


A new and clearer exhibition of old truths 1s also 


confounded with truths absolutely new. It 1s also 


forgotten that, 1n connection with the permanence of 


the revelation, the” question, or the contrast, 1s not 
between the moral and the ceremonial element of the 
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\ . | 
revelation, but between the permanence of the reve- 


Jation and the change of the dispensation. 


'These preliminary observations are illustrated by 
the following apologetic inferences from the internal 
unity of the revelation already demonstrated :— 

[1.] The analogy of the facts of history or pr ovidence 
proves that the God of nature 1s the God of provi- 
dence, the God of history the God of revelation, and 
particularly, that the Author of the Old Testament is 
the Author of the New. Gnosticism, the frst and 
most formidable speculative heresy of the early Church, 
ascribed creation and the Old Testament to the same 


evil author, the world-god, and the New to the God 


and Father of Jegus Christ, sent to dehver mankind 
from the bondage of - corrupt matter, Marcton, who 
was a Gnostic, not only rejected the Old Testament, 
but all the gospels except Luke's, which he also purged 
of its 8upposed  Judaizm. Our modern Marcionism, 
though less negative, 1s not much more rational. We 
find the same carnal views of the Old Testament, and, 
consequently of its Author, formed also from s1milar 
stand-points,. 

[2.] The identity of the moral and spiritual prin- 
ciples of Scripture evinces a common origin in the 
dhvine nature, of which His will 1s the index, and His 
word the law. Tt proves them to be alike divine 


_ and immutable. Their formal expression may change, 


vut their substance 18 permanent— the underlying 
principle of the form 1s free from all change. Thus, 
the peculiar Judaical form of the preface to the ten 
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commandments, and the form of the promise annexed 
to the fifth commandment, contain two spiritual and 


immutable. principles. 


It also follows, from what has been, already 8a1d, 
that there may be a Progress1ve development of reve- 
lation without an increment of essentially new truth. 
As the oak lies in the acorn, 80 the New Testament 
lies in the Old. The new phase of truth, as a develop- 
ment or fuller revelation, 1s merely relatively new—a 
new phenomenon, and not a new truth, Neither the 
morality nor the rel1g1on of the Old Testament are 80 
clear and full as those. of the New, but they are the 
8aMme morality and rehgion. The inner and outer 


rel1g10us life of saints under both economies are the 


8ame 1n kind, though they are or ought to be different 
in degree.” The new facts of the gospel history have 
not altered, but merely enlarged the basis of both 
doctrinal and moral theology. Thus, the incarnation of 


the Son of God, the grandest fact of history, together 


with all the Singular events of His hfe, death, and 


_ resurrection, 1s a new and unexampled phenomenon, 


the basis not of other truths, but of higher truths of 
faith and moral duty than were revealed and incul- 
cated in the law. But even these new facts and higher 
truths were preintimated or prefigured since creation 
and the covenant, s0 that they appear as fuller and 
clearer revelations of s1m1lar grand facts and principles 
of belief and duty. The revelation preceded and pro- 
claimed the facts and doctrines, and the philosophy 


* Heb. xi. 13-40. 
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follows the facts. , And, therefore, although the facts 
as facts, or events of time and pace, be new, neither 
the facts nor the truths are new in reference to the 
revelation, which contained much that was misunder- 


st00d by the people to whom 1t came. The law was 
the nursery of the gospel, as the gospels are the nur- 
8ery of the full gospel of the epistles. Jesus Chnst 
carried the law forward to its ultimate development, 
and became its end both for revelation and for right- 
eousness. At once the goal and the glory of the law, He 
8upphed new motives to behef and obedience—rather 
than an entirely new, much less another bas1s of faith. 
In like manner, in the moral reg10n we have in the 
gospel merely a fuller and clearer enunciation of the 
morality ; not of the law of natural conscience, but of 
the revealed law of the Decalogue. As revealed reli- 
gion is higher than natural religion, 80 revealed mora- 
ity 1s higher than natural morality. The foundation 
of all . moral obligation 1s the moral relations of the 
Creator and the creature. Natural moral duty rests 
on the facts of creation and providential care only ; 
but revealed morality embraces all the divine and 


human correlations of creation and the cross, which \ 
are fixed and mmutable. The Decalogue, as gome- f 
thing more than natural morality, is the divine and __ 


unchangeable expression m Ten Words of the whole of 
our moral relations, adapted in its form to the eireum- 
Stances 1n which 1t was given. Hence we may have 
better morals and higher developments of moral law 
in the gospel, but we cannot have other or higher 


APPLICATION OF PRINCIPLES. 155 


morality m kind. We have in the New Testament 
ampler and clearer announcements and apphcations 1n 
morality as in religion. We have morality in a life 
which is more vivid and striking than in a cold code. 
The life of Jesus Christ is more expressIve, and, there- 
fore, more impressive, than the Decalogue. It is a 
living law, which gives not only the precept, but the 
special instances or illustrations' The gospel history, 
the Sermon on the Mount, the doctrinal epistles, and 
especlally the twelfth chapter of the Epistle to the 
— Romans, are commentaries on the law and confirma- 
tions of its truth and perpetuity. The evangelical 
commandment, © And ye ought also to lay down your _ 
lives for the brethren,” cannot be higher in principle 
than the moral teaching of the law in obedience to 
Which the Jewish saints laid down their lives for 
Christ and the Church.* The morahty of the gospel 
cannot be higher im kind than that of the law, when 
one grand end of the former 1s to restore humanity by 
redemption and regeneration to the obedience of the 
grand principles on which hang all the law and the 
prophets—supreme love to God, and sincere love to 
man, known by Jewish believers, and beyond which we 
cannot further g0. The new commandment which Jesus 
gave His disciples is new only in its motive, His own 
example, that we love one another as He hath loved us. 

Hence we conclude that neither the Decalogue nor 
the ancient Scriptures, of which 1t formed a- part, 
have passed away. All passages which might be 80 


_*1 John i, 16; Heb. xi. 
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 construed are capable of clear definition and detence. 
The Lord's Sermon-on the Mount has a double design, 
' at once to correct the carnal notions of Paganism and 
| Judaisxm, and to reveal the perfection of the primary 
and integral principles of the law. He does not 
enunciate a single truth, the- root of which is not to be 
found in the Old Testament. He corrects the carnal 
maxims of Paganism, and the corrupt glosses of the 
| Seribes, but not the primary and normal legislation of 
the law. The contrast 1s not between His own teaching 
and the doctrine of the law, but between His teaching 
and their teaching. Between the obscure legislation 
of the law and His own clearer legislation, there 18 a 
comparison, but no radical contrast. The Judaical 
form of the Decalogue contains and covers eternal 
principles, which merely need to be translated into 
modern phraseology. Our Lord's much-disputed utter- 
ance regarding the law and the prophets, refers to the 
revelation rather than to the dispensation of which 1t 
was the law.* He emphatically declares that the Old 
Testament will not lose one jot or tittle of its truth 
and authority till the consummation of all things. 
The Scriptures will not pass away till they be perfectly 
fulfilled in Christ, and in the age which He inaugurated. 
They were not wholly fulfilled in Christ Himself, 
when the moral law was magnified and the ceremonial _ 
accomphished ; for the prophecies are being fulfilled in 
the history of the Christian Church from its com- 
mencement to 1ts consummation. And, therefore, | 


*-Matt. v. 17, 18. 
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although the ancient dispensation is fulfilled, and 
thereby annulled in Christ, still the revelation remains 
as binding as, ever in respect to religious belief and 
. moral duty. 

[3.] The agsertion, lately made with all the : asS8UrAance 
of a positive discovery, that the Decalogue has formally 
passed away, 18 based upon the distinction made 
between the moral law and- the Decalogue. Both are 
' admitted to be moral, but, the former is called natural 
moral, the latter moral positive or moral ceremonial. 
But the Decalogue, given to fallen man as a rule of 
life, 18 at once natural, moral, and posttive. It 18 
natural, as founded on the law- of our nature, moral, as 
 expressing our moral relations and obligations, and 
positive, as enjoined on us as the law of our life, It. 
is well, also, to-consider the goal to which this baseless 
and reckless speculation conducts. The dogma of a 
transient Decalogue in any form, except as a formal 
and binding constituent of the old Sinaitic Covenant, 
logically tends to sap the foundation of all moral and 
religious obligation. If the revealed moral law has 
passed away, then morality 1s ceremonial or positive, 
founded on the mere arbitrary will of God, and not 
upon the moral relations of Creator and creature, and 
consequently has become obsolete—conscience and 
religion are mere names—God and man are non- 


moral beings, and though man be_consctous of his own. © 


existence, yet the moral personahty of - God, If not 
the existence of an Almighty Intelligence, ' or of an 
impersonal Power, cannot be demonstrated. 
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[4.] We conclude by urging the argument furnished _ 


by all clearly fulfilled prophecy in favour of the 1n- 
8piration and authority of revelation. Accomplished 


prophecy of every kind and form demonstrates the 


unity of the Scriptures, and thereby the authority not 
only of the particular author of any prediction, but of 
the whole canon. If writers, born in different ages 
and countries, and often unknown to each other, could 


tell without collusion s0 concordant a tale, weave 80 | 
unique and beautiful a web of truth, and utter 80 


many clear. and concurrent prophecies, the Scripture 
must be true from the beginning, from Moses to 
Malachi, and from Jesus to John, and holy men have 


8poken, being moved by the Holy Ghost. 


Ve have presented throughout a few aspects of the 
unity- of the Divine Word, the full glory of which is 
incomprehens1ble., -When we look upon a' grand 
landscape from a low level, through the musts of its 
mountains and the vapours of its sky, we cannot 
discern the unity in diversity of its heights and 
hollows, and the unique beauty of the scene. Now we 
know but m part, and prophecy in part, but when 


that which 1s perfect 1s come, that which is in part 


shall be done away. We $hall be able to read from 
the high stand-point of heaven all the revelations of 


wisdom 'and love i each other's light, in the light of 
our own experience, and mn the hght of that glory, to 


which they lighted and led the way. 
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